
Linda Reeves Dylan Reid 

Rt. 1 Box 353B 
Amra, ?VV 26705 

August 22,2003 

Mr. John F~~ US EPA 
1650 Arch Street 
Phiiadelphia, PA 191 30 Mt. Fomn, 
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Richard Rcis David Reister 

Dwid Reister 
Date: 12/24/03 
City: Knaxvik State: TN Zip G d e :  37931 

I have read the four alternatives in the L)r& Rogrammaric Environmental Impac~ 
Statement for Mountaintop MrrixlgNzllIey Fills Pn Appsl&&ia. Since the erosioi~ of a flat 

plateau over several hundred million years p d u m d  the valleys in Appalachia, all ofthe 
valleys have streams in them, %%en the tops of rnount&ns axe removed and plsiced in the 
vliXleys they will destroy or impair the water qdity a-nd the quality of life of the dl of the 
humans aad other animals that live in the valley=ys. I favw the meation of a wide buffer 
zone t o  protect the streams. Ch~tently, there is a 2-4-yw-dd rule &at prohibits mining 
impacts within $00 A sf streams. A11 df h e  three proposed dtecmat.ives are focused m 
govemmeat.il1 eEi&ency ratksr that envit.urrmenta1 protectbn a& describe how the 
various agencies of the federd government will cmdinate their management procedures. 
Smce none of the alternatives requires a wide buffer zone around existing streams, I favor 
the NO Acticjn Alternative. 

David Reister 
1 O366 Rather Rod 
Knoxville, I?? 3793 1. 

--- 
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Jordan Reiter 

----- Forwwded by David Ridcr/R3/USEPNUS on 01/09/2004 02:49 PM ----- 
Jordan Rciter 
<jordan@breeztng To: R3 Mountxrnto~4EP.A 
c o w  CC: 

Subject: Comments on dr& E1S on mntaintop removat mining 
01/02/2004 03 :47 
PM 

January 2,2004 

Mr. John Fo~mn 
U,Y. Environmental Yrottxtiorl Agency 
1650 Arch Street 
Pkilddphra, PA 19103 

Dear John Fomn. 

I am upset to learn that the Bush axfmrnrstration ptms to continue lo 
Id coal compan~es destroy Appalachia with min~ng pmctrces that level 
mountaintops, wipe out forests, bury streams, and destroy communities. 

I have friends and acquaintances who live in mostly rmnrng a r m .  I 
understand that rntnlng can aud does provide jobs for people m certain 
areas. Horvcsvtr, from those I have talked to, ~ncluding former miners, 
tlrc work is difftclrlt and the pay docs not rcflect the diffimlty of the 
Inbsr. Mountmitop mtnrxlg 1s especjdly rfanxngng; as a brute method of 
rmnmg. ~t requves fewer total workers. As the use of &IS form of 
mining bt.comes more "ppeahng to coal companies b e c a w  of the wlative 
cheapness of the method and the slacking of envmmmental reguhtzttrons 
wntrofltng its use, workers will actually be laid off, even as the 
amount of miniag operations grow. 

When 8 mountain i s  mind using mountaintop removal. thew is nothing 
wefix1 left over. It is a temporary gain in resources that leads to a 
barren, untmeable mountain top. Generally, these sates remain polluted 
and h n e n  for long time. A mountain that kas not strip-mind csti be 
wed for many purposes: totlrims which in my opinion should become In 
We& Virginia the pri~nar.~ sowce of revenue; susfainabfe tree fanning, 
nature reserves, nr hunting. Witli these uws, you are stit! left with a 
mountain ~lhich can ke turned towads hundreds of other uses. Mountaintop 
removal leaves you wtth nothing. 

Accord~ig to the admmlstratron's drafl Environmental lmp~ct  
Statermnt(E1Sj on muntatntop st;moval coal mining, the environme&al 
effects of mrnmiaratop removal are widesp~ad, devastating, and 

- over 1200 miles of s t m m ~  have been damaged or d&royeJ by 
mountaintop removal; 

- Ebrertt los,w in West Virginia have the poknlid ofdirectly 
impacting as m n y  as 244 vertetrrafe wildfife s 

- Without new Emits on mountaintop removaf, an addrtional 350 square 
miles of mauntatns, &ream, md forests will bc flattened and destroyed 
by mountaintop m u v d  mining. 

Jn light of these fwts, I urge you to corwder a1brnat.tvea that reduce 
the envirarrmental impacts of mountaintop removal. Thank you for your 
consideratioo af this importmt issue. 

Sincerely, 
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John Reppun 

John  Reppan 
<l:eycciC.Iidwi.i. L L . To : R 

Mc?unt;i:~topPEP,I 
corn: CC: : 

Subject: Save Streams 
from Mcuntai ntop P5nir.q 

11/14/2303 07:12 
M 

J',?:it+ F'or-re!?, Rnvi  t-\>nmenT..?l P r r j t e c t . i a n  Aqe-ICY 
U.S. EPA (3EA30) 
1650 Arch Street  
Pliil&deJ.phid, PA 19303 

Stear Mr. Tarren, 

r n s u i l t r a i ~ t q ~  it:%nir,g artd v n l z e y  fills. The alternatives eva'iusted i 3  

y i u  r 
K3y 2 3' 
2903 ilral!. E r i v i r o ~ i ~ e r i L a L  I r n p a ~ L  Stdlemeli t  ( E I S )  are i n a d e q u a t e ,  
!rriacccptabI.c and  
nr7- 5 1 7  Fietlpiiiy w i t h  U S E  of  f h e  "p r~ .xu t i o : i a ry*  prircipl~ wherein we ar-c;! 
encoiivaqe 
to szay  f a r  f :mm . t h e  TT);.rink", xatfier zhan t i p - t o e i r , g  slo:rq the a d ~ e  
w h e r e  d i sas te r  
is best ccmrted! 

The El3 ~ X O C ~ Y S ,  in a c y  stat- ,  is . w q n t  t o  pr2ve cwmrruntlies and 
agencies 
~_c.:W?LC$S 

x i o o  dcciaion-rmlring ar id  the "t~at" of o p t i o n s .  lccr dr;ft EIS rcveairs 
c lear  avider:ce 
of the imrar;se ard  :as:iny ' i ~ s r m  t h a t  is C-he remit  8f mcli mining 
practices - 
a h&.r!rr that is f e l t  t!-.rouqhont: the c o u n t r y  be-awe o f  t h e  rnse.saye(s) 
and 
Iesauns  
tiiii3h.t tc nsst genera t i i ;ns .  J u s t  a s  fo i l i s  in VIxgiri ia  rely cic us ti; 
p r c t w t  o u r  
state's resourt:es as ii p a r t  of t he  " p b l i c  drrmin" t h a t  n-e a l l  enjcy, 
We 

miis", 

r e l y  air you tc jo t h e  same for yaur , a t % t e ,  i t  i s  t i r n w  t o  pr postive 
at awsrdabig 
:,f crus. . ~ i i e ~ i s . - . u u ,  f nags  b e  rwalersrhd rosGuxces lxefuru L h e  dei.ds"ld:iulr - ~ f  
svch practices. 

I t  ia my ! i r ~ d e t s t a n d i n y  that the S u r f  ace M i n i n g  C c m t r o i  and Raclanet i m  
A c t  ' s 
::iirrmt. "k?uifer  icrit;" rule n w  proi~ib; ts  rnirrirtg acLivitied :ll.jl. 3istusb 
3r.y axes 
within 109 feet of larger  ,5tr.a$rhm. T1;e altern~t i v e s  you prripo-e 'rmnlci  
S S ~ V C :  to 
e l i m i n a t e  t h e  currs~nt. limiz on  u s i n g  i l ~ t i ~ n w i d e  pert~:ts tc apprciivr3 
v a l l e y  f i l l s  
Lr, West : ' i r g i n i a  t h a t  are 7argc.x t h a ~  25o szrc3. 'iXi,~lr, i n  t u r f .  w o ~ l c i  
diwo the 
Bffics of Surface Mininq a whole new m l e  i n  the T2san Water .kt 
prnn: tt i ng f a r  
i n d ~ ~ ~ t a i n i o p  ifiiriiriy that. d w s  ECL Z C L T M I I ~ ~  e ~ i s t .  i:t the lau.  

-2. -his e n d ,  i nrmwxage p u  ta p:essea sat s+ . ide  1-hr " ~ r ~ f s r r r w i  
d l ~ e r n d L i v & "  
yyiid have p u t  f . x t h ,  i n  favor  of a f i l i  i i n v e a t i g a t i c i ?  a d  p-lblic 
:i is(: ' bsli rc: [? f 
zptions Intended t o  truly m i n i m i z i :  t h e  e n v i r a r m ~ n t a l  and csanacti- 
darns yef f z JHI 

this farm 05 minim a x !  f i l l i n c j .  

l'kafik yw.r f u r  ycjul cwisi.dsr a t ia ; r~ .  

J ~ h n  Reppun 
47-3 f )C  W+ I t ime  Ed 
Kmedie, HI 9h71 :-4917 
USA 
key.cdPheyda 1 i . i: r , can 
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Michelle Reynolds 

1viickeUe Keylolds 
<micheJ_le@rursllstn To: R3 Mo~mtaitltop@EI)A 
tegies.org> cc: 

Subject: Comments to be considered for the 
fuid EIS 

08/28/03 01.4'7 PM 

John Forren 
r2.s. F,PA (nr53n) 
1650 A d  Street 
IJhiLdetpkia, PA 19103 
Sent via ern.& 

Existing ~t'gdations created to effectively govern the process of cod mining are 
under attack. 'ILese regula~ions are importmt to those direclly aIlf~ted by 
rninkg psrsct%.xs - those in the coal indust rg md those who reside in codheld 
communities, I live ut \%%itesbuq, Kentucky, surtlottnded by many active md 
formerly-active c o d - m h g  opemtions, a d  wanted to write with my 
comments about &e F~vironmentaf Impact Study. Tbmk you fur offering this 
oppsrtunity to expreqs my views. 

I welcomed tko scientific studies presented in the ElS &at document the 
widespred and irf~eversibke damage caused by Mountaintop Rmaval ?&h.kg. 
Aftcr rc&cw.ing the recommencbtions that followed however, 1 was ccmftrsed. 
I have no chmce to believe that even though the government is aware of the 
en.i.imnrnentd dmgers present in the practice of Mountain Top Removal they 
refuse to do anything about it. 'I& is &stmbing. 

Regufations are m essentd pat of h e  Americw system. Just as we do not 
allow +mte behaviol: ia our justice system, we should not allow the coal 
mia* industry to act as their own police, At the public hearing an this issue 
in Hazard, ICY on July 22 several representatives from the coal mining industry 

&ms I, 2 md 3 
of the idustry 

stated that the cotit k&stgr cnuld not suwive with rqpI&t~s, I pmpose that 
the cod mdustry> Xike other successfuf ~hex"icm znmrii?riw, reXy on mnovation 
as B way to get ahead instearl trf pushkg fix h e  &ssulutir>n of regvLrrrms 
cnated to protect our: air, watet, and quality of Me. It is cziticd that the quasi- 

ies put in place to regulate tlte cod industrg on  hehalf of 
the people they are appointed to represent be vqylant in the repllntion of 
mining laws. 

Tbmk you, 

Michelle Reynolds 
52 Easy Street 
%%itesburg, KY 41 858 

Michelle Repolds 
The Cmter for Rntd Strategies 
46 E& Main S t m t  
tVhitcsburg, KY 41858 
606-632-3244 voice: 
C,0I'r-632-3243 fax 
wzrw,rnralstrategies .erg 
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Jams Richasd Nancy &ley 

Sincerely, 

Please do not &ow h e  Bush dmin is tdon  ro&nue to let cod 
cumpmiea destroy Appalaclva with mining  practice^ khdt levd 
mountaintops, wipe out &.msts, bury strems and destroy cornmtmities. 
Then you could honestly stand bcfore: God md say that you have *ate$ 
Xis F.a& witb reverence. 

James Richard 
22055 Oxnard St 
Woodland ? ids ,  (=A '31367 
~ich~rdswr~tit~~s@aol.com 

1-9 
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Paul Robertson 

----- Forwarded by David WderlR3NSEPNUS on 01IO8f2W4 01 :58 PM ----- 

01/05EOM 02 08 cc 
PM Subject' Comments on draR programmatic E1S on muntarntop 

removal coal rnlnlrly 

Mr John Forren 
U S EPA (3EAX)) 
2650 Arch Street 
Phila&Selphia, PA 19103 

Dear Mr. Forren, 

The damage to our environment must stop 1 flnd lt 
uncunscionaUe that the Bush admtntrstr&ion @am to contrnue to 
let coal campanw desiroy Appalachia wdh mmng pmdies that 
level murkamtop, w l p  out forests, bury stream. and destroy 
commun&s 

The Bush sdrnlnrstratlon contmws b @?ore hundreds of 
scisntlftc fact8 and ContlnwEi to press an antlsnvlronmental 
agenda f he earth 18 our home and home to future gemratram We 
must proted our valuable environment 
Rfchard Robertson 

Richard Robertson 
?$40 Whrltier Ave 
Costa Mesa, Calrfornra 92627 

CC 
SenetM Bafbgra Ebxet 
Representative Dana Rohrabacher 
Senator Rsanne F e t m l n  

- 
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Tom Robertson Gail Roc 

We find it abhorrent tha~ the Bush ltdrrmi~~islsatiofi plans to enitble ~wal companies to 
destroy Appalachia with mining practices that level 

mountaintbps, wipe out forests, bury strewns, and destroy commutrides. As a 
citizen eavironmntal advocate E a t  over 30 years, I am 

intimilrely aware ofthe savages of cod mining in almost dl its forms. The coal 
baons have NEVER had to pay fwthe fall anclillasy msts t 

communiriw, citizens, public infrmtructwe mn~poamts, and health and safety 
mpacrs. Old King Coal 3611 reigns dz$pite the exbnt of 
acmmulated science about '%is'b~pe of and ravqps to the l a d ,  water, air qudity, and 
individual property owners. My use af tho term 
"we" simply adds my huaband as a cn-advocate against relaxatioa of environmentrri 
standard that offer mximum protec2it)tl froin mining- 
related travesties. and itljustices, I was pemd to be an institee to the ROSE GARDEN 
1977 SMNIN'CI QF THE FEDERAL SURFACX 
MfNINO ACT by President Jimmy Carter, It promised basefine potecticrn that allowed 
states to exceed the federal standards. The ide'eds 
ofthat 1% fought for b&latjon haw k e ~ e r d n g  since the bill went into effect. Even 
Pennsylvania, which pqmtedly  was a leader in 
mining rregttlaaioxl ha rescinded most of i t s  mom proteetivr: provisions under the: edict d 
a Republican administration spearheaded by 
Gav. TomRidge. OSM hits &come a pawn of the mwng ihdus&y atrd mstead of offerrng;: 
oversight af Hate programs, it now works to 
dimin& the regut-atory programs of individual states, SHAME: on hose who still bow to 
the reign d King Coal and bavo to those who 
endwe the seemin& hopeless fight against extractive indmtries that dunt' give a "darn" 
about what and who is hurt during theit 
urndenting pvrsuit of profit, The stalthily concocted comment dedlnes for regulatory 
wisakeaing by state anand fedad entities who are to 
protest our envjrrmment is duly mred herre as well as in many previous regulatory 
refaation mischief, 
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Hugh Rogers Ruth Rogers 

----- Forwarded by David KidcrMJKJ SEPNUS on O f  iOY/2UQ4 0354 PM ----- 

Dear John Forren, 

We haven't written to you for several years, since the fiat and second 
roitnds of Corridor H EIS comments. ' k s  one's even h ~ g p r .  Somdlmes 
Corndor H has appwiretl hi) us as a Xiundred-rmle-long @trip job, with 
most of the harmful consequences of that practm. h6 we bave seen the 
devastation caused by MTR In Southcrn West Virginin, and we can't 
belteve that the waters ofthe current BIS could make their 
resammendittions to continue that form of min~ag after that descr~ytzoa 
of what it has done and wuid do. 

In a very few u ~ ~ d s ,  we oppose ntounta~rttop retnovaf and valley filh and 
any clmge :en the d e  proteetmg stseam buffer zones, We are: 
d~sappointed and angry that the federal government g r o p e s  to ignore 
i ts own 81udfe~ hy redwing protedwns for people and the environment. 
We demand n new study that looks at nlternatwss to prevent new 
mountaintop removaJ and valley fill operations. We cdl for temmat;ion 
of the oxirttng M I'K mnes withln 5 years or by the axplratmn o f  the 
current initling ywr~nlt, wirtchevzr d a b  ocatrs first. 

Sincerely. 

hy Hugh Rogers, President 

- the ro ta1  of past, pressnt and estiloated f:.ture fores':. 1,733e.5 
i s  i . 4  million zcres 

---.--.- --*--- 
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- :.~l.ci'~:su: Law 1 ; u s i t s  zi: tcsu:lt~alntap r e m o - , y a L ,  2 1 1  b ~ ' d i t i 0 i l a l  353 
nqbare r - j  Les ':,ha:>:zc"in,z, st:-ems, ax3  f c r rcs rn  will he 
f l r i t t c ~ ! ~ c d  3n3 d':.x:zye4 ky m c r d l i t Q i t i t ~ p  IC l t *< iV.31 m i n i n g  
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Michael itorno 
3263 Cote Avenue: 
Sim Valley, CA 93063 
dantrary 6,2004 

.fohn Fomm 
I;.S Eovirotu~nentill Protection Apney 
1650 Arch Street 
E'h~ladalphia PA 19 103 

I am opposd to the pmctlcc of rnoui~htutop mining and valley filIs. I do not thlnk the proposcd 
regulation changes take full col~s~dctrblmn of the impact that valley filfs cause. I have several relntrves 

1 1-9 
hrc 111 C'alifocmti who h a w  bought homes h i l t  ert'ikcr. on filled-tn h~llstdes or filled-in canyoen. Tlmc 
homes hrwe had problems a.4 the fill hnq settled over ime. In the wetter climate of the .4ppalacktans, I 
feel thew setltrng problems ~ . o u l d  occur mure senotwly and oftener. 

I a1w have concerns abnuf psstble ityuefactton effects of sintam burial. I0 y a m  ago during the 
htxthndge earthqtuke out here in ValiTorrus, several block9 rn my commLmtty sudaned beavy dsnlsrge, 
Tbese area8 new built on the ailuvtd fill of nearby wet-seamn streams. The New Madnd eltrthqiakm of 
the early 1800's were wdely felt in. the Alrp~lachinrl qmr. and that region was spamly rnldxted 
ocjmpared to today I'he New Madrid fault structure is abli ac-hve and many gwlog~ats fed tt I$ capable of 
prcducing tl vtroag quake wthrn the nenr future, t fear the tinpact of WCII a gtrong eartbqunkrs on the fill, 
cspcinily f i r 9  water thle level is affected by "drowued stream" water. 

filrfmirs's I'entrai Valley 1s mrles deep In swltment from the S i m  Neveda.~. The sod $3 naturally 
"neb" m selenium Irrigation runoKlcacbes the selenlurn. In the past, dry l&eMu have been u& as 
sumps to collwt the trngatxxi ninoff. Mgraiory b~rdsuslug the. lakbcds hevc been swcrely a f fwtd  by 
the selentum-a;on@mnated wdor. f can only rmagins the dame thing would happen m water from buried 
stream flows through fhs fifl. sinti abgorbs selen~um [rum the mtnrng wmarns. The only rlill'ewaee - and 
a tnagor one - IS that udrkc C'nitform~, which docs not use the sclcnwm nlnoff! the Appiitclliari nrnoK 
wrwld be ttie source of water for both people and wddlrfe downstream 7 3 ~ 3  would cause severe 
ccologicd ~nvlmlllmntd COllRWrpCflCL'S 

f thank you for the chance to Id inc: and other dtlrens g v e  ~nput on thrs serious issue, and f tm9t you i l l  
give our concerns your full consi&ralioo. 

Sincerely 

John Fmen 
US EFA (3EAJO) 
1650 Arch Street 
PIriJddphla, PA 193 03 

Dear Mr 

I Oppose the Bush dmjnistration" intent to wtl;iken and thereby cripple the current 
Mountaintap Removal Act. As American citizetrs, we are bomd by heritage to protect 
ow environment. 

Concerning the proposed weakening of the Mountaintop Removal Act: An economic 
study prepared as part of the I S ,  shows that evea wider the most restrictive smnwim 
studied by rhe agencies, the ecox~oxnic costs of dramatically limiting the size of valley 
fills woutd be minimrd, h a u ~ e :  

There would still be adeqirate cad to supply the nation's energy needs; 
The price of elecb3ejty would not stgnificantly increue; and 
The price of cad would increase by only about a dotla per ton, an 
amount edipsed by the volatiIity of the: maket, (the price of cwl has 
v d e d  ffrom$17 to $40 per ton over the past two years). 

En refetence to the weakening of the Clean Water Act: 

OYS 1200 miles of Gmalttchian streams have already bwn eliminated by 
vdley fills; 
Aquatic Tifefm daw~sttzarn of valley fills are being 
h a d  or liilled; and 
Stream chemistry monitoring shows sigaificmt in-creases in the concentration of 
se'terriurn - a: wtdloid that ~cmrding $0 the EPA is hi&ly toxic to aquatic life!, 
wen at relatively low concentrations downststam of mcruntaintnp removal mining 
a d  valley 611 operatiom. 

1 an not ae&ssatiily opposed to krsining. I work in the stone industry in Georgia. and 
proudly descend from Appalachian coal miners. There are ahmtives that must be 
considered. 
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Do not aclcept the unsubstantiated argument that this will m s t  jotx. 

In 1998, mining scwumed for 9.5% ofjabs in WV; today it is less than 3% with 1 1 - 1  -2 
mountaintop mining ernpbying 0.5%. 

Please make a positive stand on the side of protecting wr nation" environment. Doing 
otherwrse will cause in.ea7ersibfe harm to our water, forests, and endanger tens of 
thousands of American citmrans- 

Most Sincerely, 

-- 
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This mcssngc is for John Forran at the Enivronmcntaf Protection Agency 

Dear Mr. Forran: 

1 haw wen the rsvagcs of mountaintap removal aad know farmllcs whosc lwcs have k n  
ctrsnlpteti by the dev~~fattntron of this rnt t t t t tp :  practice. 1 trfwngly encourage you and your agency lo 
stand by yortr own stud~es and to oppose moultaintop removal, vdiey Ellrr and any change in 
stream buffer zones. It does not make setme to spend tax dollars studying environmental 
pract ices and then lo ($0 the opposite. It 1s up to yaur agency lo plrrlecl ow wlur ,  Imd and 
people's health. 

' h n k  you for your consideratjon. 

I: keZis-?e t h i s  i s  ar, extremely a h o r z s i y k t e d  ep~rosteh t;u meet energy 
aeeds. 1 also be;ieve t h t  t3e m t i v a t i a n  f a r  exploding i w a n ~ a i n  tope 
tc qet at coa l  is purely  ariven by extrin3.e p r o f i t  z i i o n ~ e z i n g .  C s a L  
e m p n  i PS sb rip1 i~;::; w a n t  to save t r  cney PI? ? 4br~r and :IN:+ t ecl?j?31 nq: ER'  

ccs:, 
w h i c h  wir i f lcr  a i t i g a t a  destructinr. ta the qs t i lnuy .  Coa l  cc;r@snjes 
pruiiLaai i r q  z t r a t . q y  J.P aided a:id & w t L e d  b y  Psebide i i t  iGc7o~qe P. B r r ~ l i ,  
Vice-praaident Jick Chcncy, Intekinr Sccrctary Cale f i x - t o n ,  and h c l  
~c%:c?nr! i n  cnmrad, NI- ,  8t.i :e.r. T ~ P  wpp8l l i  nq envt rnrixnai C ~ ' x k  recr:ra 
of these indiviciuais s p s k s  vclumcss agai:,st the x t o f i i a o  o f  these 
laisaez-faire c~Iow.~ns s4-,ai.?arduhip of Public Lands. T h i s  twxix%ain--tc&~ 
;ieturist l o c i  prci;x,sal is ar: u g l y  v i o l a  t.Lucl of  Puhiic T r u z t .  
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Lionel fiubera Stephen Rudolph 

Lionel Ruberg 
<f,lONELLCR@aol.co To. R5 M#untaint~p@EI?A 
111 3 cc: 

Subjccrb Comments on draft EIS on moitntairltop 
removal mining 

01/02/2004 03:45 
PM 

Mr. Joba Forren 
I: .S. Environmend Prokeclion Agency 
1650 Arch Street 
Phildclpbln, PA 19103 

Dear Jnlm Forfen, 

Mountain top removal is an atrocit).. Your program m&cs p u  an 
accomplice. 

Sincerely, 
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Steve Ru tledge Mark Vm Ryzin 

Mr. Soh F o m  
U.S. EPA (3Eh30) 
1650 Ardh StrEet 
PhiladeipMa, PA 19103 
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Paul Sahato 

Commeut~ on Mowatah Top Mining 

I do not ui~dewtmd the argtunent &at coat mining is harming the cconotny, 
particularly in soutberastcm JSentucky. The k t s  show that there are a number of jobs 
directly creatd by the mining industry for aperation of the mines. Also, secondary 
industries have been established to support the mining industry. To name a few, these 
~econdary industries include truoking companies that haul conl by contract, machine 
shops that supply and repair mi~ing equipment, and engineering firm that handle 
permitting and special projects. A tertiary industry of convenience iltores, grocery stores, 
gns swions, and construction companies also share in the benefits of the coal industry in 
soutfietnstern Kentucky. Tlm argument =ems cen&md on removing the coal indushy 
from the region. Givm this argument, what industry will replace the economic benefits 
of the mining industry once it leaves? 

'fie answer is that* eventcrally, the rnirrcabk conl will be de~ictcd hut it will take 
years trj do so. In the meantime, edrancement of the propertyfor human uee will begin . 
to build an monomio infrtlstructure that can one dsy i ~ p l a w  the economic bmefits of the 
mining industry as ma1 m o u ~ w  am depleted. Flat land is at a premium in smfilmstm 
Kentucky and mmt industries that would be fare  enough to succsssfulty oparate in the 
re$ior\ need flat land on which fa build. Tho only way to provide this land is to allow the . - 
mining industry to leave the land flat for human bse. 

Keep in mind wkib it is necessary to be conscioufi of the needs of the various 
species on this earth, the human species also needs m "environmen(a1 footprint" af its 
own to survive. Wc need space, materials, and energy &ourom as does any specieci. We 
tu.e no longer hiinter-gatherers similar to other species and thus tend to live in oities 
which require us to change %hc face of  tlre earth. Cities require energy resattrees that an 
economical and, given the proper cizr;urnstai~ces, mountain top mining is the mast 
economical and eficient method of providing energy for the needs of t h ~  citim. 

In fact, the choico of mountain lop removni is drivon by the envirorrmetitaf and 
economic circumstances surrountfjng the pwticular s-ite to bc mined. Many scams in 
southeastern Kentucky would not be mineaible without the use of the mountain top 
removd method due to market conditions. Use of another method would bc too 
expensive md woufd drive costs cIosc to if not over the mrtrket price of fhc coal 
produced. The land owner who desires to have the cod ~movcd would thus be fiustlalesi 
in realizing the fit11 value of the property, Pwthermore, if the Slate does not reeognizs: 
the cad as unmineable, the land owner ia subject to unmined coal tax& on die potential 
tons of rcscm under the property. Mining companies arc responsible to the land a w e r  
who ieasm the property to the cornpnny for miniug in the most ecotlomical and efficient 
way possible. 

In summary, mountain top removal benefits b e  region by creating potentid sites 
far industry. Sonx coal reserves could not be mined otherwise given the cnvironnaentsl 
und econa~~~ic conditions and The mining wmpany is mponsible to the lend owner to 
mine the coat as econotnically and efficient as possible. An unmined reserve is an 

omstunity lost for direct md Mired n;uppwt of the Iocef 0c:ono~y. If mountain tap 
ed when it should, not b% the by the lmat zx~ntnunity 

and tht: owaers of the land who wish to realize full value fur their property. 

Pml SAinato 
3 129 Comanche, Traii 
Lexir~gton, Kentucky 40503 
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Sue Ann Salmon Manuel Sanchez 

P*O+ Box 60& 
W n * ,  KmhlcItty 42431 
Jmuavy 2,2004 

John Form 
WAS. EPA (3ES30) 
1650 Arch Stmet 
Philadelpfiia, PA 1 91 03 

Dear Mr, F o m :  
foppasemo~rem0vaIamtvalkyfilhandarryc 
The Maril govcnment'e own scientific 
i m p d e t s h ~ n r n D v l t I o ~ i o n a a n d e x c a s s p i i v t l I k y f i l l s . W h q . i s t h c  
g o y  ignoring thin d m  that suppart protections fbr pedpla and the 
cnvmnment? h e cit'm and taxpayer, I mn autmged at 8ld.s Etrcspoasibfc ~ v i o f l  

How c9n our p-0 be 

c o r n d i e s ,  st& d bad QCOW~J~S,  md 00 

droWaeathiswtchr mWhslVirginja fivmoood 
dnd valley till destrudibn of their m t d  ecosystems! 

Geage W. Bush, Sar. Mtcb McCoosla Ssl. Jim ntnain& Rig. Ed Whitfield 

"s tudmanl82@sn.c 
om" cstudm9ni82 To R3 Mountaintoy @EPA 

CC. 

01/07/2004 04:48 Subject: Please Stop 13iestructive hlountamtop 
Rernoc-id &U1g 

Ah4 

Deaf Mr, John Fomn, Pmject Martqers 

Mmuel Sanchez 
5454 
human st., NV 89001 
studtnanl82@/i)snsi1.com 

By blastbgmuuntarn~o~s the streams and plant life haw little c h a n c ~  
of suwi'c* Remember that tvithotlt wster md oxygen narre of us wodd be 
fivitlg so think rwict: next tiwc gbbalkr capital is the only thing 
nmi~ing through your mind. 
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Six~cezeIy~ 



Bennett Saurvers Asbtee Saylor 
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Abraham Scarr Paul Schae fer 

---- Forwarded by David EtiderJR?/USDPA/US on 01/07 / XD"183:X PM ----- 

Abraham Scarr 
68 blew Ocean St 
Swampscott IvW 01 907 

Do you Yebod? 
Yahoo! I lotjabs: Tkter the "S&ning Bonus" Sweepstakes 
http://hotjcibs 31%-~pst&es.yithoo.com/s~i:~&onus 
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Kenny Schmidt 

RE: MOUNTAIN TOP MIPIINGIVALLEY PILL D W T  EIS 
Response to Call for Public Comment 

I am a mident of Pike County, Kentucky, snd am presently employed in the cod 
industry. Therefore, X haw: been follovvlng, csyefully the EPA's review of tbe valley fill 
issue? in Central Appalachia. T continue to be arnarad at how this issue Bas been distorted 
and patitbizcd by Rentuokians for the C o m o n w ~ &  ("KFTC"). 

The K F K  would haw one believe that every mountaintop in Ccntxa] Appalachia 
bas ban, is being, or soon will bc affected by tht: MTR method o f s w b  coal mini% 
Nothing could be Wher &om the truth. A helicopter tour of CrsrW Appalachia will 
show that only n small percentagc of rnountrit-ntop lends has been &ect&, Secondly, 
batring a substantial o h w e  in coat m k e t  prices, very few ofthe vas( anmber of 
unaffected mountaintops will mar be economically feasibh to dwt10p by the h4TR 
method &swface cod mining. I can personally vouch for this fact .~inc$ my most 
important job duty is to identify and acquire: economically pmpective MTR candicfates 
in tho S eastemmost counties in Kentucky and I have not been very sucws.issfitl in this 
endeavor. Xn fact, I h o w  of less then B dozen mouniaintops that ~~t eeanwnim1Iy 
viable MIX tag&. Put simply, the ma1 industry d w  not have a vast number of viable 
MTR targets to consider, 

Mast of thtl remaining viable MTR trrrgets am in cbse proximity to existing MTR 
mining m, The Bmshy Creek watmhed 6f Pike County is the most 
densely/atensively developed MTR mining srea that I am ~ ~ a r a  af in Centra! 
Appalachia luld it will be completely mlncd out in about 3 yam, f am of& infomed 
and experienced opinion that lMTR mining will likely naturally (due to economic 
realitla) "phase out" of thc flve wtem Kentu&y cowtia in Icss W 10 y m .  

No reasonable and infomed person would dispute KFTC's cfdms that there m 
some adverse e~vironmenM and miietal impact8 associated wlth MTR miafng aad 
associated vaIley fills. Hewever, b h p ~ ~ t s  (which I am famiIiar with) me not 
even dose to the mtigrdtuclc claimed by WIG, The dug and blast vibrado~ impaasr on 
pemons residing near MTR pnqjects m ml and u~oidah3ie. Presedy, such dust and 
blast vibration imp~~ts  sre bridled by the dam claim process @ e m  cod opmtw 
and comptaimt) or judicial court system. The clgims of damage8 ta m t ~  wells ara 
mostly bogus since blasting on top of a mowtdn ie not apttbla of 94nkirig'' a water wdl 
in alluvium separated by u$ually $00 fee or more sttrrtignyrgdly from tho lowest 
strattim being blasted, Tlrc envjrmentsl impcts otre primarl!~ a tempmy lw of 
vegetative cover and a significant tapogrtipMc ~mnfia;ufation (usualty fo morc subdued 
slopes), The heetdw(~tem of hotlows which we utxd rrs valIey fill dtes are th least 
sensitive ripetian arms in .tho enthe watmhed due to ephemeral nature ofthett water 
supply and lack of true dream chtinaeI fiodfauna. f 30 E m  St. 

Pikevillle, KY 41501 

In reality, the impacts ofkifX7\ surface cbd mining am a0 different or greater in 
dnh& mvimm~nM risks and e.g. 
caashuction of ii$hways, fahoof mining 
is unique fmm othm s~~hrnoving opsstions in that its nmltmt impacts are all tempomy 
in nature (usuaIly with full revegetation completed in less than a decade from original 
disturbance), whercwa mod other earthmoving projwts ~ m l t  in a permment removal of 
"green space'' EMm the planet. 
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To sum up, a mwooed mtttysis of the MTRNalIey Fill issue will conclude that 
the societal benefits of MIX tax generation, 
land use versstility, otc.) of& residences and on 
unimproved forestlands. Thi our c m n t  society 
have used to develop this cou~try for the hnefit of all, On ibis side of heaven, we mug 
wisely and responsibly use. ow n&mal resources io sustain our WOU being. Without 
n m r d  reso~uce developmmt (cd, natursl@, tknbr), &were is no real economic Zittlrre 
for Contra1 Appeltichia other than a pt8& for mcwziy non-mident KFTC membw to 
m e  visit to buy a quilt or drive through (on newly constructed and permanent 4-lane 
highways) to look at the Autumn leaves. 

9-4-2 

If EPA believes that ICE'TG's "worldview" is correct and MTR mining (with 
valley fills) h u I d  be prohibited due to excessive wi&2 ems,  then the EIS needs to 
reflect the huge costs that wodd have to be bme by society to compensate coal own= 
md surface owners fur the lws of their economic met.  In other words, a FvderaI 
government decision to prohibit MTR mining (with valley fills) would be tanhmount to a 
governant "taking" (i.e. candemn8rtn) of the md property of countlcm coal and 
miffam owners in Cenfral AppaI8chia. Remmber that no MTR mining om take place 
without the coal operator reaching an economic agreement with the wface owner, So a 
prohibition of MTR mining (4th vdey fills) would not oAy b y  mf ownem of their 
real property rights, ht surface owners aiso. Therefore> the Final BE3 should clcmly 
identify that J J ~ E Y  involving s pmbibjtion of vatley fills would likely subject the 
federal. ~ o v m e n t  to a huge Einancisl e x p o r n  fm the msultanS t&g of private red 
property development tights. If you will r m m h  the Conp~imal Rewd behind the 
Surfwe Mining Control md Reclamation Act of 1977, you will fmd &at Conpms 
~co~7A that imposing significant limitations md restrictiom on the methods of cod 

11-3-5 
mining amounted to a taking of red propmy rights and themfore developed statutory 
protections of' these "valid existing ri@5", Therefore, I bbelieve the I%ml EIS should 
stro~gly consider real prop~ty development rights of mrftsce and cod owners when 
weighing the pradcans of the vadom decision dternatives 

Thank you for the opportunity to offer tkls comment. I can be reached at 1606) 
432-7571 should you kave any questions. 



Betty Schnaar Dave Schuett-Homes - 

Dave Sduett-Homes 
City: Olympia 
Date: 1 XW/21)O3 
State: WA Zip; 98502 

I am wririhg coneererning tke dmft EIS on by mouatnintop removal ma1 mining. The 
cnvimmetltal and econcldc studies prepared for the draft EIS do mt lend any support to 
the ttdministration's proposd "preferred alternative" that recommend. weakening 
misting environmenhl laws tbat limit the size a d  Iwation of valley fills, h fact, the 
sti~dies support the- oppitr: conclusion: mounkiatg? removal must be much more 
strictly limited to head off ddifiond md significant devastation of the Appitlacbian 
r e p n k  nmnl resources and the cmmunities that depend on those resorrrces now &d 
forfutui-e generations. I urge you to prohibit destructive minring practices that result in 
destruction of streams aad aymkic hitbitat and to require protectitre measures lo pve-nt  
damage to aquatic systems from mining debris and runoff. 

-- 
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Lance Eric Schultz 

515 Nerinx Road 
NarQnx, ICY 45049 
January 2 ,  2004 

John Forren 
U , S , EPA (ES30) 
Philadelphia PA 19103 

Dear Mr. Forren, 

1 oppose mountaintop removal, v a l l e y  
fills and any change in t h e  b u f f e r  
zone r u l e .  I am disappointed and angry 
t h a t  t he  federal government ignored i t s  
own studies when it proposed weakening 
rather than strengthening, gxoteetians 
for people and the envfronment, 

Of all the dest~uctive mining methods 
ever, this 5s surely the most 
b l a t a n t l y  destructive mining methad 
e v e r .  

Respectfully yours, 

& 
Rose Alma Schuler 

"Schultt, I.xmen 
<t~lchurtz@arker- To R3 Wlounta~nto 
cat corn> CC 

Subject' Fact & Comment 
01 m6/2OO4 1 0 0.4 
AM 

Tuesday January 6, 2004 

John Forren 
PuWtc Comment- U 5 EPA (3EA30). 
1650 Arch Street 
Phrlsdelphla, PA 191 03 

Deer Mr. Forren: 

All modP3fn monomlc actlvrty b@glrrs w&h magy It I$ the differem 
betwen the mtsery of subsrstence and the praspenty of a comfo&able 
standard of Iwmg - our standard of l ~ n g  - the envy of the worm The 
use of energy, wbch supports work, cmtes wealth, expztnds life 

Low-cost, abundant energy IS at the wtneffitane of our 
advancement It has k m  the certral tngntdient in our m&on% 
pr0lDnged tndustnal development, espec~etly that of eleetnc power. 

Frankiy, no other akernatkte energy source exists to pmWe the world 
a commmumte level of economic k m f l t  as 8 product of the capital 
mnve$tmnt expenW However, thme d us wrttnn the mnmg tndu$@y 
have held consecrate the msponsibrlfty of fatthful stewfdship we hold 
to the future generatrom C6 We& Vtr@nianas to mafntain the integrtty 
and beauty of our st&c)'s natural hwFtage W take th~s responsrbttV 
very seriously To date less than *I % of the total land m s  in Wmt 
Vtrg~nta has k e n  affected $, momamtop rnrnmg and yet m s t  p p l e  are 
led to belleve dams th& half of the wsunlafra In the &@te have b e n  
irrevocably harmed Eie a result of the prgct~ce The fact r m f m  that 
not ore fmgmnt of co@fied emprncai evldenoe exists b rauggest that 
this pr8ctrm fnvoke8 actual b m n  to the envrronmnt H w  can we 
contlnue b allow the shlfow vacuous claims of the envlronmefital 
extremists to take prrmaoy over the e c a m l c  well big of the wtaens 
of our state? 

Howewer, certain issues if adopted, couM crrpple our abtfty to compete 
m the global marketplace where Vhst Virginia coal presently represents 
50% of mfld expo& 3pecjkcafiy I m a t  bke tsaw wtth the propsed 
'Yl@ten$ng" of the buffer zone around vallsy frlfs If the &caon rs 

te valtey fifls in applying buffer zone regulatory 

---- - 
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boundaries, then the coal industry In West Virginia will surely mas@ to 
exist 

In addttron, a convrmrng argument has not Men provtded aas to why rt 1s 
necessary for a duptrcatron of efforts to exfst wlthrn the consent 
decree for relaked personnel overlerpping rn the~r professronal 
capacit~es This addltlonal layer of regulatory filtration wtll only 
serve to magnlfy and lengthen the permlttrng process, whrch has already 
prodwed a stranglehold on the southern coal Dett economy 

As a hfetong West Virginla resident I am deeply concerlMPd that the 
average West Vrrgin~an cannot contemplate the severe negEitwe 
implications abandoning the pmctice3 Of muntaintop removal would have 
on theu ltves There are 50,000 direct]obs and over 4W 000 Fyttn 08 
j o b  supported try W& Vtrg~nia's rninrng operations What no one rnfarrnfi 
them IS without the practlw West Vir@nsan$ wuld expect to pay 
astronam~cally htghw utfilty btls We could forget t?tconomic 
&velopment, as oompanies wch as Toyota would never come to West 
V~rgrnta without low cost eiectrmty they requre for thetr 
rfmUfadUrtng processes We could expect to bankrupt our state 
government and to prepare for the masts exodus of Wmt V~rgrnrans forced 
to find garnful employment m other ragrons a f  the country from the fact 
no emplqmnt In West Virgnra will erfst to conttnue to support the 
450,000 of u ~ s  engaged tn the pradrce of reeponsrbly extracting mal 
from the mountains of thls state 

It would be a reprehensrblie and calloue disregard for human life 'en the 
state of West Vlrgim to ablish the pnctim of valley f i f l  
mountaintop mlntng I apprectate your offering to Itsten to tho many 
pointg ~f thts forebdmg matter and the consequences by whlch your 
ruling wtll bestow on the lives and futures of all West Vrrglnans 

Sincerely I am, 

Lance Eric Schultz 

Route 2 Box 68.4 
Marnlin, W 25523 
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Bruce Scott W l h  Scott 
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Jason Sculfion Robert Seaver 

I am writing to cxprcss my ahsotutc oppit ion 
ta ftxx&ez mountain top mining. This p q r m  of 
wtlolesde envimimcntd destnictiou must end. I 
am appalled that the EPA crm sit by whiles 
ecosystem after ecosystem is plowed into 
oblivion. I encourage rhis to he 
stopped immediaiely. 

C:are:! make the world greener! 
I Ielp the planet each day! It's free and easy: 
http://uww.Care:!.corn/ddyactioa/ 

January 10,2004 

Mr. John Form 
U.S. EPA (3EA30) 
1650 Arch St. 
PhifadelpMa, PA 19103 

Dear Mr. F o m :  

I am writing regarding the mountaintop removal mining EIS. As you are w&f awm, the 
purpose of the EIS was % consrnsrbi,r & i o p i ~  agencypoiicies, g?zi&mx, and 
~ l i i r ~ n t ~ ~ r y c f e c i s f m - l a a R i ~ p r o c ~ ~  to n r i n i t c ,  to t k  nPdcrfntum &at 
pmdic3i4 ike adverse anv&nnta&dtb @his. . .&m muninintop dning, Thus it 
i s  dc?epIy diserppointh to see the proposed W e n i n g ,  rather thold sblawhening, of the 
rules and palicies rekited to mcPwrtaintop m v a l  mining. In &attar, the proposal to 
shange the stream b&w zone rule that prahibits mining actlvity withjn 100 feet of 
&reams is deeply troubling, and X oppose it Tfiis d e  should be strlctty enforced for 
vrrlley fills and in all ather cases, 

Sincerely, 

- - 
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Linda S e k a  

Someone dtd a kit of work on this cfcre~~ment, b u t  somethtng wcnt ternbIg wrong. ' l h s  hlS 
is trnarc~ptahle and needs to be rctiojw o r  revrsed. 

'Ilw EIS admrts that tllr rnvtronmcntd egecrs of M'1X are dcvastat~ng and trreverstblr 
Bur rhe EIS w~ggrstiorls (alternatives) appear to  be only in favor of coal comparties, nor In 
t-h.hr spirtt oi~rnvrronmmta1 pr~3trcltnn. W'hy ip that? 

I. live in castem Kentucky. ie this region we experience the negative impacts of mining every day. W y  
d us bxvc water wells that h v s  ma dry or t u d  omage a: Mack due to mining. More thrrn 1,200 d m  
of our headwater streams hsve buried or destroyed by vrmlby fills. Alumst 7 p m d t  of out forests 
LYCI beon - ar w%uiU emn be - feveled by by&@dnt&p muwvd. W d n g  in OW communith is 
lamshgly common nrnd s6wxt~ We fear the day when the sltndp ponds above our b m e ~  break - as 
they did in Martin County* KY in 2fX@ -burying w at the bottom of hundrads of milliw of $attons of 
toxic afudge. Our quality &life has b w  ~~ by excct8dve b l d g  tb& shake our tiom-, cracks 
lTUr f o ~ d a t i ~ ~ s ,  and wZIX~S OW pCaCe. 
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Mountain t o p  sn Appalachia provide habitat far n number of' wildlife spares that are in danger 
of eextjnct~on. Some of these species occur nowhere else. Federally listed threatened and 
endangered species that %cur in these habitats include the Indiana bat, the Virginia bit-eared bat, 
khr Cumfwrland blackside dawt and others, fn addition a numhr of non-listed s p i e s  that arc in 
equal or gi+ea%er danger of t-xdnetion, like the Pme Mountdn disk, also occur, Althougb the listed 
specles rccewe a modxum of protection Ihrou-gh the Etrdmgereri Specie Act, these q&rs are 
still In decline chiefly due to Irabirat destruction. Non-lisred species, which rixe equally 
endangered, recPrve no protectma. The El5 should mare stlxtly limit ar stop mountaintop 
removni in  areas where federaily h s t d  ttheateaed and endatagered specre% are known or have the 
potentid tn occur Thrr EIS should contain meamre's to help prored rare species that have hot ye% 
been listed. 'Xlte destruction of m o a n ~ n t o p  in Appaldua fkom mmrrtaiatop removal is trot 
contained to the footprint of the direct ihtpaet. 7 % ~  mining procedllsr: creates near e6ologied 
desert.9 thact a$ R barrier tn the flow of genetic material along ridgetops. They act to isolate gene 
ptxtls. Without [his flow of genetrc material between wildlife prpulalions, the fitness of future 
generations 1s weakened. Sedimentation and toxic pallutmts r e l e a d  from mining prwsses 
wansport downstream, decrcwing diversity throughout a watcfshcd, not just at thc site of mining 
activity. As natural mountaintop communities continue to disappear, they nced b be grmted 
greater protection, not. opened up for faster destruction. The EPA's EIS for mouataintclp removal 
coal mining needs LO incliide languaye limiting the size of valley filb, limiting the desmrction of 
forests and more strongly protecting habitat for rare wildlife, Thank you, Price Sewell 

I an? a concerned crtizn tn tmngton, KY, 1 have kowsed the Draft EIS for molrntaintup 
removal  will mining. My perception is that the EIS does little if anythi~rg to h i t  this dt.strucdve 
practm. In fact it seems to make ntountriintap renlovd rnining petrmts easier to obtain while not 
lrmtaap the extent of their envirmmentd damage, I firrongly nrge you to amend this document to 
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I would like to tbnk  ahis Committee for &B opportunity to submit 
comments concerning the Dr& Progmxmtic Environmental Impact Statement. 
Z Dink Shckleford, Executive Dmtor of the Viiginia Mining Associrttion 
(VMA), VMA rapresents over 70% of all the cod mind in Virginia We are 
comprised of more than 70 members. made up of coal producers and various 
vendom and suppliers who provide services ta the cad mining iniiustry. fn short 
we represent thousands of hard working coaf mining, tax paying citizens, their 
families and wmpdm in Virginia, 

With regard to the proposed EIS, any ohangm to existhg rules need to be 
considerate of potd i t l  rarpli6icatitms that hin&r the mining industry's ability to 
provide the economicat onergy demanded by fhe her lean publie. The Virginia 
Cod mining industry has demonstratad itself ai capable to mine cud responsibly 
while providing lands suitable for a diveme mp of activities, Level lands 
suihbk for facilities suds fi bmpitals, g~hools, dtoppinp centem as welt ay farm 
and timber productim have been dweIopd through mining in Virginia. VMA is 
~ n c a m c d  that the p ~ s t d  rules will &astieally inhmit development af I 1 0-3 -2 level lands in Southwest Virginia though mining. 

For decides pmfessional planners have dacImd the number one problem 
that hinders economical devc?lopment in the Central Apprtlachians is the lack of 
level developable land. The mining industry has helped in the past and can help in 
the future to create level usable land rersdy for hwm dwetopment within our 

Section A - Citizens 

include mea,suscs that truly and strmgfy limt this type of mining procedure. Any EFA EIS 
governing n ~ o u n ~ n r o p  removal mining shod$ include strid language limiting the extent of 
valley fills atld lislitmg the acrmge offorest take. I~nguage tying any pxmilitted entity to 
specific mrtigatron measwex {like stream restoration ratios and requirements] shauld be. inclttded. 

region. It is our fear my regulation h t  80es too far in curbin8 these currently 
accepted practiws ofthe- past 220 + years tail1 be detrimental to the region in both 
the short md long m. In Virginia we b v e  built miles of water Ihes into areas 
that awyone said, why build there'? Mo one will ever build anything there! Ray 
were wrong, Homes and businesses have spmg up ail abng those miles of then 

10-3-2 

lonely water hes, just as developmnt will occur on these man made level weas 
sated as a rewit of mining. Dont[ deprive us offixW6 development by 
dimimting the inamfive to devdop thesG lands. 

Tfne regulation of mining does :sot need lo be made mote cumbersome by 
multiple f d d  agency bureaucmtic regulations, Tfie more overlapping and the 
mare atternpb by fcderal agencies to entmmh themselves in job wurity by 

B s e b g  don'hmce over the Office of Surfme Mining ~lnd the various sate mine 
ngukttory agmcies responsibilities is s trave$ty upn tbc American c ~ m s  who 
demand energy at an cconomicafly reasontbje price and the working people whu 
meet this demm& It fmthex dismisses & tke empirid envimmmtd progfess 
made by our efforts to p o t s t  the eniromeni and create usable Imd in the last 
20 years. In short this legahtory act could bc one Imgc steg backwards. 

1 - 1 2 

T ~ B &  you anm again for allowiltg our comments to tobe heard, V h U  and itrr 
. members m proud to be part of this prows a& to tre! providing economicaf 

energy to millions of Americans. 



Justine Sharp Walt Sharpe 

Mr. fohn Forren 
U.S. B A  

1650 Arch St 
Philtdeiphia, PA. 19 103 

Emtd- 

momt&q ~~nn,val  d g .  Our roads axe bcing shut down ever time it rarins this 
makes our rescue personal. 1.18e1~ ta us. Om fax d o h i s  are whtt fires all fhe mas 
caused by the n&hg going on a r o d  us. No wonder mining is so profitable m as 

oitizens pick up tite biU 013 the devastation auseid by t$e llrine mpdnies. Please stop 
this insanity its killinhJ out entira comuaitie. Hot to m h o n  the effects it's hiving on 
our cwkonmcnt. Tfic Mtats of o w  mhah ate destroyed, Nllllj4g the lewlldWi: away. 

Our stream m fill& wrth m k  that* mine wrnpmies pile inxo these valley fills. 711e 
mtem get rtp rurd have no where to go but iuto peoples homes. bur me~.~~lah.s are! 

exploding with water. These o u t b d  m e  out into people% yard sad mdemea ttteir 
b m a ,  Our kames arc: fltemlly being blasted &their foundatim or the earth is qmiq 
up and swaflowing them. Please mp the p t i c t  of mowtahtop removal contl mining 

and save OW homeland, our chiIdren9's fimue and verypossibly our lives 
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I think i t 3  common h w l e d g e  on bdh sides of the polikical aisle that the Bush 
Adminislrdoa is not exactly em-friendly. However, given their plana to continue to let 
coal compmes destroy Appalachia with mining practices that level mountaintops, wipe 
out forests, bury streams and destroy communities is both ruthless and recklas. 

While thp issue before us is the mountaintop deming, the cml hdustry ig what I'm must 
concerned about. With daagerous levels of mercury atredy in the atmosphere, it seems 1-9 
tenribfy irmpons~ble ta encouage any me.asures which will itsid to greater accumulations 
of this tmin in  our air and water. 

By allowing the strip mining, we will py a dear price twice, Wease urge the 
~dministration to seek dternative measures to this danaeraus ahd imspnsibfe action. I 

cc: 
Senatnr Basbar8 Boxer 
Representative Dime Watson 
Senator Dianne &instein 
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Susan Shiner June S i l v e r n  

"shriuer@cnr.colo 
stateedu" To R3 M:lifountaintop@EPA 
eshrincr cc: 

Subject: Please Stop Destructive Pvfountamtop 
Removal Mining 

01/06/2(fO4 2248 
PM 

Dear Mu. John Fnmn, Project Msluvr ,  

11 an writing to express my opposiiiou to mountaintop ~ m o v d  minkg. 
Please corlsider altering the EPA's EIS to &retatl~ h i t  mountaintop 
minmg. The results t r l  this envirofimend.ly destructive prwtia are 
dcvastatiq, lowlasting, and far-reaching, particularly coasidexinp, 
thc low payoff, Most of the damages caused by mountkntup reimovd 
mining ace irreversible anand dowing this practice to continue rubs 
ftiiure generatioas from the natural resources of Appalachia. 

Please heed the results of h e  EIS and impose strict Emits on 
mounlaintop mining. 

Sincerely, 

Susan Shtiner 
2995 Querida Street 
Fort Collins, C N  80,526 
shsiner@cnt.colostate.edu 
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Pat Simpson Gary Skulnik 

Sir, 
I writing to express my apposition to mountaintop removal for cad mirmg in the 
eastern United States. Scientific evidence shows this practice? ta be harmful to the natural 
ecosystem, irrcluding rivers and stream, as well as local huma communities. I urge the 
EPA to conduct a full study of the matter and uphold the most stringent &m&wds 
possjble when eonsidering this destructive process. 
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Deana Smith 

Deana Steher Smith 
HC 78 Box 99A1 

Rock Cave, WV 28234 

Mr. John Eorren 
U.S. EPA (3EA30) 
1650 Arch Street 
Philadelphia, PA 1 91 03 

January .3, 2004 

Dear Mr. Farmn, 

I recently reviewed parts of the EIS study on Mountain Top Removal, 717e 
report verifies that the practice of Mountain Top Removal is severe and 
irreversible, permanently destroying mlfions of acres of land supporting 
forests, streams, wildife and communities. Yet instead of imposing 
limits on environmental ham, the El5 recommends practices such as 
streamlining permits, eliminating the 100 foot stream buffer xontr, 
neglects studies that support the reduction in the size of valfey fills and 
ignores the devastating effect Mountain Top Removai has upon nearby 
cornmunit~s. 

Rolling hills disappear leaving only rubble and dlstutbod earth. The 
questionable practice of burying headwater streerns, the destruction of 
diverse forest land and the elimination of comrnunitiets is contrary to 
Jiving a life of substance and rc3levance h West Virginia, 

t would like to  request strong limitations on the burying of headwater 
streams; reduce the size of valley fills and not weakening the 100 foot 
stream buffer none. 

I have? had the opportunity to fly over Mountain Top Removal sites several 
times, The annihifation of such a vast area is qultp, dramatic from the air. 

Thank you. 

Deana Steiner Smith 

Donna Smith 
Date: li02J2004 
Gty: Lake City 
State: TN 
Zip: 37769 

Appalachia is my horne. It i s  the horne of my awestors. Coal-mming was the way m y  
father and grandfather m d e  a Ei-rrlng, But I am upset to learn that the Bush admilustration 
plans to continue to let cml companies desmy Appalachia with nlining practices that 
level mountaintops, wipe wt forests, bury stream, and destroy communit~es. 

Commmities neia are cm not drink their well water because of p v i r m  coal-mining 
practices, Yet, the coal compunies don't provide the financial means for waterlines to be 
extended to &we people. The toeat governmen& can not &ford this expense either, so the 
people in these carnmunities must transport wakm to their homes. 
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Ellen Smith Eric Smith 

Date: 011MfiW 04r43:59 PM 

As an env~ronme~itnl. ge~iogist with professional experience in the NEPA process, I am 
deeply disappointed with this draft EIS. 

The EIS does not address the full Faage of reirsonabk dteraatives, as required by the 
CEQ regulations. EIS skotf fd have 
considered -- and EPA should have preferred -- the alternative of significantly restricting 
the devastating practice of removing 
mountaintops and filling valleys in order to access coal. 

Having lived over 20 y e m  near the Tehnessec and Kentucky cnaff el&, I have seen too 
mnay of the adverse impacts of conventional 
strlpmining for cod, but the impacts of mountaintop rernovd mining are even mare 
severe and irreversiMe. Environ meaally 
damaging practices that would ltot be dreatiwd of in any other sector of our economy 
seem to be commonplace -- md even encouraged -- 
in coal-mining. This  is wrong. Mine operators should not be allowed to obliterilte streams 
and annihilate entire landscapes to 
access coal. 

The EE a n d  ysis clear1 y demonstrates the adverse impacts of this mining practice, Please 
prepare a revised draft EIS that 
cons~ders the alten~ative of prohibjai~lp! new mou-ntajntop removal and v d e y  fill 
operatiom, and stopping the existing ones wrrhin 
5 years or by the expiration of the current mining permits -- md piease select his 
alternative. 

Ellen D. Stnith 
I 16 Mornjngside Drive 
Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37830 

.REG1D OEC 2 /BLI -3 
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John Snlith Jonathan Srnuck 

John W. Smith, Political Scientist 
Dare: 1/I6/2004 
City Beverly Hills Sraxe: MI Zlp: 48025 

As an author writing a book on the political geography of Michigan and more espec~dly 
the Upper Pemnsda, I have see& the devastation of copper and iron mining conducted 
withour environmental guidelines protecting steams flowing into Lake Superior 
espcjdly in  Ontotmgon and Kcwanaw Counties, West Virginia bas coal, but the open pit 
rni~ing long-term outcomes. are analogous. I am ogpos~d ta alIowing operations to cut 
overburden without explicit restoration protocols to safeguard future generations. In 
Michigan's case, we are that generation, 'he draft Envircrnmentd Impaa Statement 
shortld retain the rule making it illegal for mining activitim tto disturb areas the impact 
adjacent streams, 
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Susan Sobkoviak 

August 13,2003 

John Fomn, US EPA 
f6JO a t c h  Strcer 
PhiladcIpAia, PA 19130 

Dear Mr. P m n :  

Lam writing in response to ]&nvkomntd h p ~ t  Study @XS) on MOW& Top 
Removal. It appears that Departmdnt of the hterior has chosen to ignm the scieatifk 
studies on m d a o p  removd and has instead drawn conclusions dictated by tke Bush 
political agenda, 'l%rowout central Appafacfria, some of the most productive md  
diverare tmqeme hardwood forests in the worfd have been desuoyed when coal 
companies blwt off handteds of feet of muntaintop to get to thin of coal. In 
most circmtances, the former lush forests will remain degraded as grassy, 
unproductive scrub Imd for at $east w~eral ceaturia. These unproductive p d a n d s  
mver nw1-j 20% of some southern West Vitginda countia. 

Millions of eons of rabble h m  the Ewer munu an: pushed into the adjacent 
valteys. Cod companies have already burid b b u d r d  sf mila of Appalachian SPCBT~~S, 

1 5-7-2 
destroying not ody the ~tnxms fh&mefves, but cmring disastrous hqs&ct% to 
downstream W & e m 8 y ~  and towns, As residents point out, mountfiintop mnoval is dso 
devmtating the culture and mmuaities of the region. The scienac stu&& and the 1 10-2-2 
e~onomic d m  inc1ud,eg in the EfS cIearly show &at there is no reason for the valley .fills 
should be so large: and so damaging to the environment. 

Once ow ~ ~ ~ ~ n t  is Itestroyed, it is I'ERMAWEmY destroyed. Mountaintop 
Removal must be stopxi NOW! 
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Richard Soderberg Sooner Fan 

Thanks for listening, J hope, 

I can2 bring myself to believe that any economic gain i s  wonh the 
envirorrmcnta1 &stress of a atripped mountaintop; udor'tmatdy, it seems 
that plans are moving forward to use this method, 

Trow: scene% - f a n  - 2QRmsn. c'."it~i [ma iltc: -4coner-fan-2iii?nsn , .r:o~r,i 
s a a t :  E '~ iday ,  Fky 30, l Q 0 3  b :12 kt4 
T 3 :  Ar1g:mtins, %il l : . a~  K; !:ct;-Topi~$ 
S u b j c c  l: : kh.,n L e  i r ,  t,ap f n i r i l  og 
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Constance Sowards Wayne Spiggle 

---- Forwarded by David Rider/I<3/WSHPh/l,'S 011 01/07/2004 03:32 PM ----- 

There we no words to descsibe to you what has been done to the beautiful i i d a n d s  
uround my hometown c>fI,islxm, Ohio. Srrlp rn in ing /m*ntn  top rniii~ng mnd 
landfdl operations have wreaked 11at.a~ wrth the bcd enmrom there, Pieme consldcr 
carefully rn yyou rench 1.1 decision in q a r d s  to the mining issues before you. 

AnetlL~s will never move. forwsrd until we m d e  1 a v r  strides tc,ward lessening our 
dependence 011 dl fossil auld non-renewable fuel sources. f i e  EPP% should affessively 
move our  nation forward in this quest, Indusixy will not rnrwc there wheu h e  initid 
chmge wid cost., progress goes out &e wmdow. 

Thank you for your time, 

Constance S. Sowards, science 
iVurray Middle School 
Center for the Arts 
1 40 Lor& FFf o h t s  BIvd 
St. Aupstine, PI, 3.2086 

August 1 I, 2003 

Mr. John Forren, US EPA 
1650 Arch Street 
Philadetphla, PA 191 30 

Re: Comments: 
EIS, Mountain Top Removal 

Dear Mr Forren: 

The impact statement appears to me to be and organized &fort to 
s&crlfice one of the most autiful regions of the Unitd Statas to the 
short term pralits 05 the coal industry. By Its nature, coal mining 
cardes with ft certain negative environrnenal conquences but 
technology is available to mitigate much of the damage and mine coal 
profbbly md with more job8 than does large scale mountain top 
removal opsmtbns. 

Your Envirmmentat Impact Statement on Mountain Top Removai will 
go down in history a8 a sham that ignores Isg&imate scientific inquiry 
and a pdms example of how ths B u ~ h  administrclUon wages war on 
the snvimnment. 

You should be calling for watershed planning and best practices. 
Insltead, you call for agencies to work with each other for the 
wholesaia cksstructlon of Appalachian coalfields. 

4-2 
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Daniel Spilman Joel Spoonheim 

n i ~ k s e ~ p W 2 & W r t b i i  
nk . rtf?: TQ : R-i 

M:wci !.,:ti lxt <.@EF'F 
C'C: 

15/24!20$3 ~ 3 t 0 3  S u L j  ect : .h:nmer, ts c.rj 

d ~ l r i t  & , r t g r a r r ~ n u L i c :  313 on :nou1it6ir~t-o~ rrrrrnt.\ddl c c . d  u,ir:int? 
$24 

i :*el t h s t  wr i t t i t lg  iefters I+? i-!-:e E u s k  A d u ~ l n i s t r a t i o n  about 
e n v i : ~ n i n e n t a l  i.l;.z-uc.? i s  r a t t i e r  i,selei.z. Not enl-mqh p ~ c p l e  i n  ti.e 
%hi.:? Ei.u?c, 3c::acc sr Cmgrnzs  hnve osicj e:.i;.ugh about our 
e r ~ ~ i i r  >iiaaji:l. to pkkssr;. wi; c x &  l f ~ L B C ' :  PC.WZL. plrlzl1.s a3 wus iii;ar;cie.i - - 
2.i yeass  &ac :mth  the $.'lean A i r  Ac-?. <'en1 f i r e d  power and 
riir iea: poPr$?r ~ h n t r i d  Gt?: +Ye f i r s t  iteiw ?.:: k:e  phamci  :wT,  aori 
-.<~plsct.~l w i t h  ~.;.rtai4.>ie e;le~g'y 'i::~y SW>Z,. Tlr id  ~ ) h d . ~ e  out: ).i{:xi13 
erase +:?e need tcr a r i i s c ' ~ 8 s i o n  m aau&ntain top rrehzcjvahiile, w k i c h  
i. .% *?.? c+i; f he r.rn.=? ohnrr ~ i i  qh'ecf !'hi ngs wc m i l !  d d-r Ln 042 r 
eer t 1.. 

Mr, John Faren 
W.S. Environmen.tal ProtCetion Agency 
1650 Arch Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19103 

A c c a ~  tbe an's draft En-M &pot 8tatement @IS) (m rnmmtahtop 

M lialits on fhb number &acres of br&  an be destMyed no 19~,tCctiotls 
for fhc mmwdtia of people that 
erui &tan! generatiom. 

Without new timits on mo movd,  an d & o d  350 sqwde &W ofmouutaian, 
strezKna, and frxrsts will bc: flatkned and d m @  by m ~ o p  r embd  

Jw1 Spa- 
680 Asw St. 
St Pourl, MN 55104 
551.645.5567 

- 
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Richard Spotts 

- 
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-- 
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Tom Spry Sue Staehli 

Mr, fohn Fonren, US EPA 
I650 Arch Street 
Philadeiphi., PA 19103 

Tom Spry 

Destroying the bea&ifd morrrrtains ofAppl~i-chia for expedient pvrposm cklnnot be 
etas& The sublime:, ofthis s d  

Dear Mr. John Forren, Project Matlager, 

1-9 

I stma& urge p u  to mmd tho EPA's draft cnvimnmmtd h p x t  
statement so $S to limit tbc effects of hmmfd mount&tag m o d  

mlrlitq. I Emd rt unconswoi18le that &e Bush administr~tion plms to 
continue to let coal companies destroy Appalachia ~4th mining practices 
that l e d  mauntabtops, wipe out forests, burp s ~ m s  md destroy 
comnmnitiers. 

Sue Stxhli 
6230 SE Behunt St, 
Portlaud, QR 97215 
~rn~l lk@&ihf )~ .~rn  

-- 
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Robert Stanley Dallas Staten 

a. John Fomn, US Bnvlmrnentd Protection Agency 
1650 Arch Street 

Philadelphira, PA 19130 
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Dear Mr. Fomn: 
I am writing to you to express my deep concern about the method of 

extracting coal known as Moun~ntop Removal Mining. ?"his is ti mining method 
rhat is envimnnentally destructive. It is an especially bad problem in my home 
stale of Wat Virginia, ttlthough i t  is to be found in other st- as well. 

Mountaintop Removal M~iaing (MIX) is bad for the: enviroflrnerrt for 
several reasons. First of dl, it &strop streams, as the shaana are ontn f ikd with 
eaath and rock to such an extent th&! they ttm no fong~r vhble s 
direct contradiction to the Qean Water Act. S ~ o n d l y ,  the top of &he mountains 
look like mootnscapcs in what should be a beautiful pat of the AppJachian 
Moundns, Because the trees and other vegetation m removed through MMt, the 
waters f m  heavy sains often tun off quickly, causing severe flooding and b g e  

1 -9 

to homes and comtiities. 
Yet another problem .is the air polIurion that is caused by the blarsting md 

the heavy mining quipment. The bfuting &at is an integral part of MTR often 
damroges homes that happen to be located nearby. Moreover, the destruction t 

15-1-2 

hardwood farests is frequently overwhelming. 
And then there is rhe personal impact to those living in these mountain 

m. Somctimea Mole camunities are destroyed md displaced Smly bhis ir; 
no way to respect the Executive Ordor regarding Environmentid Justiw for low- 
income persons. 

I wodd like ro ngkter my smng support for those groups whose &oaf is 
to put m end to &ithe cnvimmentally destructive practice known as IMRT. In 
addition to your mding my ieiter, 1 hope that you will respond to it. Thmks for 
y w r  time and your response to this leater. A11 good wishes. 



Steve Stathakis Fitz S tee1 e 

Road F b &  WV 26554 
4 1 

Telephone: XM.363 $3 15 smaif: 

bhn  F o m  
US EPA 
1650 Arch Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19103 

floodirtg fxwed by this practice is red ernd dem-d in m2ent aa* episodes. 
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Edward Stein Jim Steitz 

November 8,2003 

Mr, Job F o q  
US EPA (3ES30) 
1650 Arch Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19103 

Dear Mr. Form, 

l&m~apw tux3 the WUH lost to humag c o m d a  as a result. 

is pleas6 bring the p W m  ofmountaintap termovat mhhg to a swift and m d f d  end. This mining 
technique is on par with the mpeious dearrmtlirtg aed hydraulic mining of earlier timets, and should new have 
reared its he& in the 21st century. 

--- 
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Mr. John Fomn 
U.S. EPA (3EA30) 
1650 Arch St 
Ph.ihdelphis, PA 3 91 03 

It is even more: uncoascionab1e ttvt tfre E9A wnfd &ow 
protections. I[ strongIy oppose the elhimion &the scream 
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Box 493 
A*, w 408[1-1 
Augutst 20,2003 

John F o r m  
tl .S. EPA (3ES30) 
1650 Arch Stred 
Philadeiphia, Pa 19103 

Dear Mr. Forren; 

[ am writing to comment on the Enviratlmatnlal Impad repart on mountaintop wmoval 
coat mining, especlaby in r@gMcf to the recommendations the report cunbins. 

As a resident of Harlan County in southeastern Ksntucky far ttte past 27 yeam, t am 
appatied by how these mmmendations bizatsntly ignore the environmental problems 
that are caused by mountaintop rernovai mining and valley fills, as documntd in the 
original study. The r?ecornrnendetions overlook strong scientific data showing that 
leveling mountains and burying streams result in imversibfe damsgo to the 
environment. 

I am against any rquIatory changes that would weaken the lam and regulations that 
protect clean water, most notably the pmposal la change Ule s k m  bufkr zone rule 
that prohibits mining activity within 100 feet of streams. 

1 oppose Afternatives 1,2, and 3 in the EIS report because none? of these options 
proted our precious water. The €IS repolt ignofes the scientific evidence of the 
damage mountaintop rmmi mining dm$, as mtt as ignoring 'ike public's right to 
clam water and a hmfthy environment+ 

Bar  Mr. Fwren: 

zhe m a t  h m m M  hpm, Study evdag pubtic form in Chnurlmton sad 
came away with some compelling inforimtion about how-mountaintop removal in 
Appalachia, and specZcaily in West Viginia, is affecting our state adversely on several 

-- ---- 
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Sally Stmeter Joseph Strobel 

- * -  

So- . .. . -... -- . - .  - - -- 
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Jean Strong 
- T + L < y . - : / ~ - - z -  -. 

~ . .. . -" 

b a r  Mr. Fomn, 

f do 
ebnv Part of the alternative I8 for 
the nt of the $tmam besfom k isi 

The pmferrsd ralttswratk8 ahoutd be changed to betterr compenscate for 
the low of rare salamanders, and 
that inhabit the . 
Thank yau for considen'ng my wmmenf, 

Jean Agnus Strang 

Logan, Wmt VVifgina 

MTMNF Draft PElS Public Comment Compendium A-1 231 Section A - Citizens 



r R E  C 'D SEP 0 i-2003 

Mr John Forren 

U*S+EPA 

1550 Arch Street 

Philadelphia, Pa.19103 

Dear John; 

L am opposed to the mountaintop removal and valley fillatthe 1 1-9 
alternatives whithin the EIS reportdo nathing to protect our 

communities or our water system. 1 1-5 

May P suggest you read the book SILENT SPRTWG,thfs will open 
your ayes to the danger of changes in the environment that can 
impact the underground water table,onee lost its gone forever ,  
Currently 3,200 mflm of streams have been imgacted,selhniun 

is kf12lng aquatic life, 
Scientific studies have documentea the wiBespraa& an8 irreverable 16-1-2 

Pir John Forren 
U e S .  EPA 

1650 Arch Street  
PhilaBelphia, Pa 19103 

John : 

Thanks for your consideration; 

damage the coaL industry is doing to our state' 

Luckily I have subsi8eace Fnsurance,thcre f a  no insurance for a 
I 

continued source of clean water. 

We look forward for your help in protecting the environment. 

T wollld l i k e  to ask you to use your aitficlg not t o  weaken the 
lawe #aria segulzltion@ that  protect  clean water, 
I consiaer the ~ c i a n t i f i c  studies that. have tSoament.ed the wide- 
spred & irrerersab2e damage thr coal  in$ustry is doing to our state 
and region. 

William B Sullivan 

Member of KFTC 

1-10 

Silent Spring.by Rachel Carson 

cc: KPTC 

The removal of mauntalntags ,an& Mse damage dona t o  atxeaaa,an@ w i l d -  

l i f e  is unacceptable. / 1-9 
Our water tesbree ehatll& be protected a t  a l l  coots. 

REC'D DEC 3 O ~~ 

MTMlVF DraR PEIS Public Comment Compendium A-il232 Section A - Cifitsns 



Jim Sweenev 

Jim Sweeney 
~Ipbtod@pr5m corn To R3 Momtainko 
> CC 

Sub@ MTRNF EIS 
12/23/2003 08 33 
PM 

I-low can the EPA can even mnsider something as derjtructive as 
"mountaintop mining," ot whatever w a n  and f q  name you p e b r  to call 
rt 

You are, the Envlronmentsl Protection m n c y  Show me anything in the £IS 
on mountaintop mmng that has a angle, tegitim&e pO&ke aspect to 
it 

Compreteiy oM&eratin$ entire mountarm and valieys destroys hebitat 
and p l fu t e s  the alf and water all for a prcduct that itself paliutes 
the alr and water 

T h  EPA shoultl immdlately halt thrs pactice and then require the ooal 
cornpanles to reclatm the land they have already mined Stnp rninrng was 
thaugM to be as bad ars it gets but thls t o p  even that txlt now I am 
askrng you to requtre the ml companies to reclaim the land as they dtd 
w h h  st@ mining 

Then you can paint and push ali the concerned towards real cormv&on 
tne@%ure$ and new techrrologles that could eventually halt coai rnlnmg and 
burning completely 

The fact you even consider MTRlVF mining is obscene 

It should not tx, atlowed 

Jim Sweeney 
1773 %lo Dr 
Scherewille, IN 46395 
21 9-322-7329 

"A6 to dredging the river n lndma d will be noticed that God never 
made a stratght nver, and 1 don? think man ean improve on his gen@ral 
plans " --E&in Beardslay 

I belteve that a crdrnmon &em@ rmdina of the Clean Wafer Bct and Surface 

I wekome the wieientif~: $t,eudies that docment t-he wide6pread and 
1 ~ndu&iy IS d a y  to our state and m@m 

Kenkrckans have e x ~ r t e w d  thew problem far far too tong 
Mowntfl~ntop remv8l and valley Rlts Lrury anb dmtroy tmph)rtant 
hadwater 
stream, destroy Mrrlogcally rich fomt an 
drinking water sources used by millillrbns of 
severe flooding, and w m k  Iha qua~ty of life in momeln 
comunrb@ If is unfofiun~b IbTab the US EPA's tecornmn&fatlons drd 
rat 

- 
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offer Appalachians any meanl@ul reltef from them ~mgactr; 

i do mt supprt AlteMtves #.? 2 or 3 mntw 
report 
None of &ese apttons wlli prate& our water None of thme optrons 

will 
protect our cornmumties None of thew optlorn will shape a better 
future 
for Kentucky or the regon They are a $hem and a shame They do 
nothing 
to address the real pablew of region Rather, they wit1 only make 
rt earner for the coel ~rXf&fy lo k and oMatarn prtrrntts to contrnue 
wdh the total desttuctron of our land water and people 

Th~s report 16 a ~hamfu i ,  dangerous example of policymaklrtg ft 
lgtxrres the science and wr&hcie about what mountamtop removal mmng 
1% 

clobng to Kentucky and the Appakchisn m@on It &pores the 
~UMIC'G demnd for, and right to clean water, rs healthy envlronmnt antl 
safe mmmuntbw lt 18 a blueprint far the destructloo, not the 
protectrun, of our homes and environment f he coat industry 1s crrppllng 
Kentucky, and the Bush adrninrstration 1s chssrinplhem on We &wwe 
better 

As a hrker and adm~rer of Appalschta'e worrders and as a fnend to 
peopih. 

, Ryrock, floods, and the rnynad otlwr 111s 
attendant to the mining 1ndu5t;tryqs practices I knaw w b t  1s at stake in 
thrs debeJte and how urfatrly and poorty the r w o n  has h e n  served by 
the 
EIS recommndatlons The dilmage th& has been allowed Q m u r  here Is 
immoral The soence and cnmmon sense dictate f h t  the US EPA ban 
rnountarn top removal and wile), fills 

Sincerely, 
Chetan Talwalbr 
581 Stratford Drive 
Lexlt@on, KY 40503 

Chetan Tal w d  knr 
Date: 1 lfiMZ004 
City: Lexington State: KY Zip: 40503 
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The tom1 abuse of' our  mountains is increasing and expmding at a devmating rate. It imply 
mtlst be $topped I iannctt .a?? powcr C i s  'mA plants f for a mrre nineteen d q s  ) to  br 
wocth thr lost rntatled xn cross rdge mirmg this partlrular mountain nor any o&tr~. A loss of 
nwly species which rely tipon thr balmce of Zcb mountam's surrout~ding ec-nsystem is 
~nevitahie Jf p ~ t  ipon any tno~a l  scale monetary gain should never we& heavier than the 
vnlue uf'iik ard respect k x  the earth. Besides the loss of life there art. reasrms for great 
canccrrx qprd ing  the well bang of h e  comtnrmitics near areas where this extfxhun 
prore~svq berng used, it's a matter of cotnmon sense. Hcvw can anyme condone the. use of 
rims eqlosives in .my area where people: reside, where our  children are going t)3 school? 
Whcrc: rhe quality wttl s~fcty ofstrrun w ~ t t r ,  as wrll as ground warn systcrnq arc in 
jenlxrdy 'fhe a.ut qtlairty from silt and soot, the loss of pfmt life as a contributtun to elem air 
are to be effecwd. The dmning of this silt into hendwatecs, filling creeks, and strems. 

Do you Yahoo!? 
Pmtect your tclentity with Yxhcso! Mail Addredhard  
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Rose Thompson Derek Thornsberry 

! \ -.-. - L .'. J - i 
i HECPD -- JAW 09 2&4 

Us. & v i m s i l  Protaetion Agmcy (3E.330) 
ldfso Arch s m t  
PhitWphia, PA 19103 

Dear Mr. Farm: 

1 lwc in astern Kantucky. Xn fixis wgim we expexieuce tht negative impacts af mining evary day+ Many 
of US have mter welfs that have m dry or !~jrned cmge or black due w mining. More than I,'kOO miles 
of our headwater stram have btsen buried or dcatroyed by valley fills. Almost 7 percent of our forests 
have bwn - OT wig S O O ~  be - I~vLI1w.l by nrountaiatcrp moyaL Wooding in our oom~tim is 
incnssingty camman md suvwe. We fear th day when Itre fudge ponds above our homes bnak -as 
they did h Martila C9unty, KY in 24QO - burying w at &he botbrn af hundreds of milkhrrz, of gallam of 
toxic sludge. 6er qudty of life has been sh+kred by c x d v e  blasting that shaltcs our hmtms, cracks 
ow foundations, and w& ow ptmx. 

Somc cat1 this area a naConal sacrifice zone. tiving here, it feels more like a war mnt. 

It doesn't have to be this way. Thtre'are laws & the boola to protect dm water, pbEc ssftly md tbe 
environmefit. It is perfectly dear &ptt mountaintap ramoval and vdey fills am a Uioktio~ of tb fad~ral 
Ctean Water Act and the Surface Mitling Contra1 and ReCtarnation Act. T h e  pmc%ices shoutd be 
banad. Tha ooal industry must not bc allowed to destmy our bomehnd. 

I b o w  first bmd the tanible m o d  snd vaIley fiUs. f alsro bcfbve we can 
build a bettert futan, for eastern Kenarcky. We can hrcw doan stiam snd hcaollthy fartsl: and mtw 
our quality of We. We can good jobs for our p p h  ttLot don't wrecfa thc. (fit- And we 
haw to start down a differtnt M2td sow. 

Take a stand, Enforoe dsa law. Ban moen sl ami valley fills- Stop the ocral Industry f m -  
ng cboicw that w3I b & t  ern children and yours. 

Name 1 

r70. &r 2 2  
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Ershel Thomsbemy Mildred Thomsberry 

-. - - --- *-.. --.... ---- 
US. &dm- Paotectilyll Agcincy (3ES30) 
1550 Arch Straet 
wfdelp& PA 19103 

Dear Mr. F m :  

em Ktntucky. In this region we expaie;lrct the m@ve impdtcm of mining every day. Many 
of us have water wells that have rm dry or twed bmrnp or black due to mining. Mom 1,200 milcs 
d o u r  headwater shsams have bee0 bad& 61 degtroytd by valley fills. Almost 7 lpercent of sur fomfs 
have been - a wilt won be - leveied by rnountaixitop mmo~sl. Ftoadiing in oar carnunides is 
incmwingfy amnm aad wvere. We feat. (hc day whm the sludge ponds above our homes bFealt - as 
they did in Martin County, KY in 2000 - burying us at tbe bottom af hundreds of millions af gallons of 
toxic sludge, Our quality of life lm been +ttered by excessive blasting thrtt $bakes ow horn, cracks 
ow foundations, and wmcks aur pcam. 

Some =It this itma s d m d  aniT16e m e .  Living btra, it f d s  mare like n war zone. I 
It dwn' t  have to be this way. There an laws w the bob to protect clam w-, public safeey and tho 
environmmL It is perfectly clear tBat mountaintop m v a t  and valfey !3is are a violation of the fed& 
Qean Water Act and the Sntfdlco Cwltn>l ad Real oa Act. These prach:ccs &odd be 
hnlKd The eoal industry mnst not be allowed to &troy orur homalgnd 

The draft eUvinnanraoM Irnp51c:t Statanant an m o d t a p  rmovat tmd vaIIey Pills is a drngemw gift 
from Ule Bush adminismtion to the d inc%stry. I m W  ofreconurrcnding way$ to stop the 
destructian, the HS propes  ways to make it easier fcrr clsal oompsnies to levd MU moundns, bury ow 
streams, and wreck our banefaad. This is  & wmg. 

I h o w  first haad the tarrIble imp?itcts of dl~nntaintgp ternoval & vattey fills, I &o b d m  we crm 
baild a be&% future for eastem haalfhy farest and restore 
our quality of We. We catr create the ezwhmnt. And we 
have to start down a siffcrent m d  now. 

T& a shad. &force Be law. ]&an mount&xtop m o w J  mtd valley fills, Stop tftt: ctwli industry fmm 
deskaying evqrhing ~ % t ; t r t  we d u e  m a t  Start &rig &oiw that will bend€ ow c W m  and yaw. I 

US. &vireryr,cMltal PrObWtim Anen* (JEBO) 

-. .- 
Demu Mr. F m n :  

I Eve in , la this region we experience the rre@iv% impctt, of mining every day. Many 
trf us ha t h a w  m d q  or h i d  orange or black due to mining. More than 1,200 m i h  
d aur headwater sheruns have Fct buried or destroyed by valley fills. Almost 7 percent of our foreab 
have beea - or will soon be - lev&d by rnoutltainmp nmovd. Rooding in ow communities is  
incnsasingiy mmmon and severe. We fear the day when the sludge ponds above our homes b d  - M 

ttte M o m  d hrtndrd d miIlions of gatrons of 
xcegsive blasting that sWm our homes, mcks 

Sam d l  this am n national sacripicc zane. Living hare, it reds more like R war zone. 1 
It doesn't havG to h this way. There ate jaws on the books to pro~ecr clam warn, public d c t y  mid the 
mviPr,nmt:nL It is pert-dy 1~8f k t  momtaintup m v a l  a d  d e y  fills are a vioMon of tbc f e d d  
Uean Water Act mind the Surface Minig Control and Reclanaation A& pmtiocs should tm 
banmi The aal industry mast a& bc &awed tci d s b y  out homelmd. 

Take a s t d .  Eaforce tlie law. Ban molultaintop m v d  arrd d e y  fills. §tap the cod industry 
&sbroping evcxy@?g &that we vdm mast. Start miikirxg aboices tbtat witl benefit OW chiMrc?n and youn. I 
Name 
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----- E'r,rwaraw$ lay John E '~rren/R?/ l3SEl?AtUS 0'1 121>-9/2003 11 :20  PH ----- 

B a q  Tomkg 

&.net> CC: 

Subject: comments on draft cis 
as/lcj/as o w  

Greetings: 

I haw reviewed the EIS on MTM/VE;, *dud wanted to let you know that 1 
appose all three of the "alternatives" listed. In fact, I was quih disqpoirrted 
that h e  dterna~iveq were srr namwly defined . . . they dl seemed only la 
ddrew how to proceed wth permitting M'l'M/VF, ~.hir;h is a p p m d y  in 
conflict with &an Water Act pml.~i)Pifiot~s ~egarciing surfuce water use 
pmtecthn and antidepddion. 

I do not oppose cod minmng. However, I do oppose attempts to dew private 
twsiness inferes ts to desimy public property without just cotnpensatjt.m Actud 
stream restoratioi~ costs range Fmm $200 - 1,@N md rnorte per Liner fwr .  
The Ioss of hundreds of miles of o m &  stmms (intennittezlt md 
percnnid) has not been compensrrted at mq&ing near this fipre, and we are alI 
the poorer for it. 

In closing, lct me note my puztlernmt st the lack of m y  link betwcemt thc 
contar of the EIIS md the recommendations it contains, as rnmifksted by the 
three proposed "aXtematlves " While the studies cited i~ the ElS Doameat 
significant hnrm to ~ ~ a t e r  resources in ine hff'M/t71: mgion, the 
rccamtlrtdatjons seem to completely qporc my impacts and deal .tsll& m m r  
tinkering with &e permit rules. I h e  red issues here should be mforcemmt of 
sttfsun buffer rilles, ~ q u i ~ m e n r s  for appropriate post-mining uses, and 
pratcctiotl of water ~~sourccs .  If those issues can he acfdressed, cod mining dl 
be held in much h~&er reg&. 

'Ihank you for the opportunltg to commmt on this important issue, 

Barry 'lonnktg 
343 Nn& M y s d e  St. 
Mount Sterlin~; KY 40353 

B?rry Tnonicg 
&tokninq@br3l i su~ To : P 3  

% a u n t a l r r t q : ~ i ; P A I  John F>ssenfR.?fVSXPA!tT2@EPA 
tir . nu*,> c": 

;7t~~r~ePlou*e131@~1azthl I n k .  net 
Slil?q 'ct : fri.a!wr,t 9 crr 

m t ~ - ' i f f  e i s  
12/29/2003 04:45 
ILa! 

I have revlewect the Wcuntaintop I4ining E n v i r a n n ~ e n r a i  Irqmct 
Qtatme:1.t, " 
afid 
friitrid it to hc deficient: in a nuxdjier o f  ways. 

Tzze r e p o r t  ~ u n t a i n e  ar?J /c%~ referarcea studies t h a t  indica+:e t i g n i f j c a : l t  
narm 
i runi  miiiui~l.slrr:op ramval / bdllc., f i ' ~ l  n t r n i n j ,  h L  d r ~ s  110L I B C C X ~ X ~ I Y ~  d 

b >Z.n 
or ? h i >  prac t i ce  as I ?  e x i s t s  t n d ~ y ,  T b l s  st.rms r a C h e r  c ~ J d  . . . 
usha, l17, 
r - - ? c u m a e ~ d a t r n a ~  are baaed )>n s tudy  2 z n d i n q s  . 

I dc nclr ~ 1 1 p p ~ ~ t  ati;r ~f Lhe ~ L ~ P L L ~ ~ L B - ~ s  L i s t 4  i:) Lhw PTS, 0.r 
O ~ ~ C J :  

11-5 
~ ' ~ a o r j ~ - " :  t ha t  would wewkrn t t ~ a  Clea- Wake*. Act; cr o-her law++ t h a t  
arctect 
hmmns srid t h e  e n v i r n n w n t .  The f i l l i n g  of streams ' a t -h  rock, s o l i ,  
debr ,s 
3 r d  ~&8161 "?sicrburb.;ria' natcrirll as n Iwttor  of roii",nc arr?Asig gr3ctAce 
-7- A< ., i , 'd , t.-. el i l i ~ , ~ ~ ~ ~ r f i ,  ~ i n e : ~  i t  i s  rob n e r ~ s s ~ r y  f i j ~  mi . i i * g  i<qal . T f i  

fact, it 
lixely 1s i i l t ~ g s i  - t h e  courts have said as much In .~ec.in"%a-;;lrs. 

Please  wiehdraw t h c  EIS,  b s n  etxcamivnliuy tkl.. mrnrng ~ z a c t i c c ? ~ ,  and 
t igh(--r  IF +-he w3ter  qtral~ r y  c o n t r i , l ~  on a i l  vr-i-riyrg npbraVi-nw. I 
Thank ysu Pox trna c ~ c r C u n i t . y  to cis timer.^. i h q x  you are s n j c y i n g  your 
e r d - o f - y e a r  f ; r m k .  

Merry 'i'onniey 
343 North P.W1~sviilc St,. 
Xt. Sterl ,ria KY $035 3 
P*P-Xkm=fll-*;=.%PLUlnLTI 

-- 
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Roy Trent 

Plensc work to Clelp the Bush adrnmstxation conder dternatives that reduce: 
the enviru~unentd impacts of rnount&ntup m n v d  and then iulplmmt 
measures to protect natural resources nnd cmntunities in A p a k b i a ,  such ss 

1-7 
vstriclions on the size of valley hus to reduce the desmctim of s t t e a s ,  
forests, wildlife and communities. 

cc: 
Senstar Jeff Sessions 
Repxsentladve Robert Aderholt 
Senator 1iicbat.d Shclby 

- 

MTMNF Draft PElS Public Comment Compendium A-4 240 Section A - Citizens 



11725 Kraplas Mill Rtl 
Crtktcxr VA 32224 
703-620-4634 

This mining prcsc.edure IS radical ar~d the aftemath is permanent 'ft seems obvious to me 
that EPA'S recornmendirtion to continue xncmntaintrrp removal in my farm is countm- 
tndicated. Please d o  not proceed with thrs q p r m c h .  nimk you fbr lisrrning. Sillct~lqt, Roy ."- 

Phil Tnola 
qhlt(4pfilltcomr To: John FotreniR3itTSEPAfIJS@>BPA 

ec: 
01115/2004 1 1 3 1  Subject: mmment on mountain top minmg- mother had 

tdea 
PM 
Pletme respond to 
phi1 t 

1-9 

flea! Mr. Fomn, 
I 

reflt 

Phil Triuk 
148 S. 1200B 
Salt 1,ake City. TJT 84102 

"l'wenty years from now you will be Inore disappoin 
didn't do than by the ones that you did ctu '' 
-Mark 'barn 
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Martha Tumquist Ellisa Vdoe 

Sincerely, 

Ellisa Valoc 
20501 S. I'mquility Iane 
Oregon City, OR. 97045 
eihm@cfaritycorn,wm 
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Thank yoti for your time, 
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Jeff Waifes Judith Wafker 

Date: 01/08120M 013754 PM 

In response to your er>mmeDt, sent on Ifft/Q4 054 

We we forwarding an inquiry received via the Public-Access e-mail 
s ystern. 
Please respond &t.ectly to tJlc original requestor: 

eatcake @be1 Imu&.net 
Jeff W~aites 

Please do everything you can to stop the blourine: off of mowntaintop 
bi7r 
mining purposs; it's long past the time for this practice to be 
outlawed. 
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As a US voter very concerned about the emiroammt, I urge you to amend 
this 
drdt environmental. impact st~tement to better protect the Appalacllian 
mountam from destructive mmmg practices, Please limit the ~lb~lity of 

1-9 

f -9 

Thank you for your help with this matter. Jeff W&es 675 fnterlax 
Rd. 
Irondale, M h m a  35210 205 951: 9653 

mining companies to  destroy thew precious mountins. 



Bruce Wallace 

6 January, MOQ Forren, 
Mr John D Forren, 3EA30 
USEPA Re@on 3 
1650 Arch Street 
Philadelphia. PA 191 03-2029 

Dear John 
I am attachrng my rewew of the mountaintop removalhalley fill (MTWVF) draft EIS whtch is 

enclosed as an attached documnt Readtng through the document and compertlng the B S  wltfi 
the technical studes, one gets the rrnpressron that rather than the promimd goals of enhancing 
envrronmenlaf protedron reeultrrig from MTRNF actrvitss were not achieved The purp0.w of 
this El3 as presentv constructed, seems io  have the objective of mkmg the prmlttrng of coal 
mmlm;, easrer When I first started wrth thrs work in 1999, the mtning opwattans were called 
MTWVF EJow rn this cfrsft of the EIS they have all been changed to mountarntop mmng 
(MTMNF), whah historlcslly has keen the iexlcon of the rmning companres - nd the pubtrc 
environmental gruups or most agencies Thus, t rest my case as to who mfluenced what on this 
drafl E IS 

I also have proMems with the alternatives chosen in the Exeoutwe Summary and in the 
doci~ment In many rnstances fieverai factors pointad out that smaller and restocked s~ze of fills, 
would resuk in enhanced pubbc protectron enhanced public safety and enhanced envrronmental 
protectton The alternatives recommended really bokd dawn to the cheapst method to mme 
the coal not long-term questrow sbut the eventual fate of the pcople or the envcronnacmt of the 
regian Thus 1 have many probiems with ths E19. whtch I go into in depth in the attached revltnv 
These problem are centered about sevwal m a p  points, as follows 

a) The documnt is full of promises with ItMle or 00 ~upport~ng documentation on or how 
those promrses wrll be fulfiiled - only very vague g@?mrallzarlons 

b) Several of the mam chapters t f l  the EIS show lack of sae&~fic knowlee on the part of 
the wrrters or tnacourate and mlsleadmg %taterraents andtor wordlng 

c) When mention rs made of environmental &mge  resulting from MTRNF m n r q  it IS 
dot-% wlth extrem@ly evasrve and ambguous wordng In what appears to be a del&xmte 
attempt ta deoelve any uninformed reader 

d) The lack of a dtrect approach, clouds sclentrflc data with ambrgulty and is extremely 
amoymg 

e) The Executive Summary am wwell as the entlw document, lgnorer rnany key wenbfic 
facts and tn fact rs often a rehashmg of vague promrses based an vague generalitme, In 
the EIS The M a t h  of how these vague promises of future work (who, how when 
where) are missing rn the main EiS 

O There must be more swllrnq out of how, who, what, when and where rather than vactue 
gsnealtt~es and less cross &ng of chapters when referring to t h w  ~ndistind promks 

g) The docvmnt IS reptete wrth statements about mit~gahon, w~thaut grving any details 
about who, how, wMt and by what procctases mltrgatlon is to be asae3e9sed Is there any 
evidence of any rjctenttfic study on any aquatic mltigatlon performd tn conjunction wtth 
h4TRNF In the pa&? If so it needs to presentecl In this El5 

h) There are excei&e parnlsrzs of h t  managcjmnt practioes (BM!%] wthout gwing any 
ev\dence of WM those are m th16 EIS They should bts pmrcleci here atxi now - not 
some vague prorntaes of what wrli be done 

t) f he docunrent 1s repfete with sbtements such as protedirn~ and maintalnmg stream 
functrrsns yet, not one Federal agency assw;iat@d with thrs EIS has ever assew~r] or 
propomd to assess stream functrons (e g nutnent cyclrng dacompasttton, productlon, 
etc ) assoaated wrth MTRIVF mlning to my knowtedge 

1) Many times examples are given of asesa ig  dream functlow by the COE if they are 
referring to the Eastern Kentilcky Stream Protml, then It should be m one of the 
Appendices of thrs dnft El§ and available for fuN public scrutlny 

John, finaity I m M  ask that my n a m  not be IrEited tn this &oumnt as reviwing this 
document A$ it stands t would ba ashamed far t h  ~ M r c ,  n'ry co l legue~ end the saenttfic 
comrnmlty rn general to thmk that I offefend even tacit approval to thrs document as it is 
presently constructed I trmt that you find my attached comments useful toward another 
draft of thrs EIS 

k) The document is nepkete with $tstatamnts such as gmtectrng "high value" aquatic system, 
yet, no b~olngrcsl ~nvenlory IS b e q ~  requmd In mmy 8 not msf cases - so hour. are they 
going to rmogntze a 'hrgl? value" aquahc system3 

t) Swefaf of the technical studies In the Eft3 paint to enhanced enaronmntal protection 
(cumulative tmpact on downstream org@nisms and cMmrstryf and less human impact 
(reduced fbod~ng) Less disruption wrth smaller f1116, are not m ~ l m r M  a8 they are not 
in the best Interest of the mmrng compantes 

m) Among t k  above, $oll?nlum concmtrations, a bad aactw n aqua% ecaaystem (see 
attachead rev~ew) whose conceratr@tor@~ excea&d EPA mfe dnnCung water &endar& in 
66 oases, and corutzrminrttes and btoaccumulzltes rn dwnstream fclcxf ch l ra ,  1s largefy 
ignored It ts incredulom tfiat thrs IS not even rnentbned in the Execubve Summary1 

n) It IS patnfully obvious that much of the concerns of the EPA's own sc~enttsts were hrgely 
ignored 

of It is also dearly avident that the concerns of many citfsrsns Imng In the M f  I%VF study 
areas have been ~gnared 

p) !n order to achreve a campbteiy balanced approach, it IS probabty uwise b have those 
agencles oonduct an EIS that are the %me agmcles 8 eot k, rrtrtlal lawsurts over the 
MTWW iwus! Resclirrg through the exmu8ve summary and most of the EI9, and 
comparing 11 w~th &om@ at the technrcal lnfomtion, it IS clear that W a  report should have 
been comrn~se~onecf through demme-nt groups such as s jo~nt study between the 
Ndtlonel h d e r n y  of Science, and the National Academy of En@neenng As such and 
as tt stands n w  thts enftw procew 1s $er~)udy f lwed 

Sincerely, 

1-5 

4-2 

J Bruce VVz\llace 
Profeswr d Entomology 

and Ecology 
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Cornmen@ on Coal Mining E3S by J. Bruce Wallace with suggWons for improving and 
making changes. 

Executive Pummary: This is where f have some of my most serious concerns. Ahr 
reading this section, I have serious doubts abut  the Mole process of this EIS as 
present& con;FtrucW. fn order ba achieve a completely balanced approach, it is 
probably unwise and unjustified to have those agencies conduct an EIS that are the 
same agencies %ubjiect to the tnitlal lawsuits. A r reading thmugh the executive 
summary and comparing it wrth same of the technicaf Informauon, it is clear that this 
report shouid have been commissioned through an independent group such as a joint 
study between the National Academy of Science, and the Platianaf Academy of 
Engineering. As the executive summary is presently framed, it is painfully obvious that 
much of the concerns of the EPA's own scientists wwe largdy ignored, One wonders if 
the person or pemns responsible for this summary even read the scientffic studies, the 
most important of which are buried in a 34cm high stack of appendices. D q i t e  t h e  
seierlous flaws in the entire process of ehls EIS, my detaited comments are as follows. 

Executive Summary: 
In genera!, scientific data are largely burid or gtossed over in the executive summary, 
which fails to expose the Full extent of some of the more serious problems such as the 
extent of envrronmentat degradation, including tong-term problems VVlth water 
chemistry, aquatic assemblages, as well as lack of potential For forest recovery. These 
well-documented and serious enviranmenbf problems are buried in a stack of 
appendices that are 34cm in height. A much shorter and more direct summary of these 
envrronmcntal insub should be tncluded in the executive summary and not dismissed 

fve wording such as " quewons sW e m W ,  " ', "continue ti) 
eva/udMt, ek, Although the word envimnment in some form is mentioned some 40 
times in this executive summary, with wording such as "mInimizin~ adverse", 
"enhdnce", etc., etc., there's really not a f& of =lid improvements laid out in this E15 
other than vague promises. 

Page ES-2, second paragraph - if these measurements of Weam miles mre made from 
a WSGS topographic map (Q:24000) then they represent a large underesumate of the 
stream miles in the region, For example, Luna Lwpaid (1994) noted in his book "A 
View of the Rivera, "blue lines on a map a n  dram by nonprokssionai, low-salarkd 
personal, In actual fact, they are drawn to flt a rather personatired aesthetic'' 
(Attachment XI).  Furthermoret Leopold (19%) gives examplfi shaving that 'if actual 
channels are mapped on the gmund (rather than a USGS 1:24,000 map), a far larger 
number will be found than those discerned on a published map". Qne of the items 
needed for the study area is a much r dacumenbtion sf strrtsrn length in areas 
that are proposed For mining, Otl. @a ~OII taferrhg to the method usad in the 
cunrullatfvtt irnpacb study in Appendix I? If so, pIf5i~al r a d  my tomm#mlsa 
isbout ddeting a certain area, i.e. <30 acres, as having a headwater s h a m  

Page ES-2, third paragraph - Shoutdn% you point out that u ~ m p i 6 y m n t  poverty, and 
out migration out of %@ study area are not on! 
atso @above the state average for the mining co 
counties? Somewhere a detailed s;txiweonom 
independent outside group appointed by the National Acackmy of Sciences that 
considers both loopterm and &art-&rm eNects of mining activities on communities. 

Page ES-3, under technicaf studies, note these se nces in third paragraph down - "As 
a resuit, natural succession by trew and woody plants on reclaimed mind  land [with 
intended past-mining land ws ather than forest) was sloVYEfd. Bmer reclamllltion 
texhn~ques far growing trees on mined lands now &is% and are? being promoted," First, 
this gives the mideading inerpretation that fcrres are returning. Read section 111.8-17 
"Planting trees on mined land" maks il: qui& clear &at this is not muwing* (Note 
page 12 in Handel's Report. Appendix E - " We $re yet ta ecsr ev/Ifenee thdt rhe ~ x @ i / ~ l  
a,mmn/irv bas m w1/ e&rn h, tk$e s z d d y  &graded landscapes'' Note also the 
problems menfioned in the f.olloAng p&agnpl.sl; of Handel's report). The EPA shftufd 
promote a longterm recovery study t o  get some idea on any potential far& recovery 
under different conditions. Same of the initial phases could be done by sampting valley 
fllb of different ages, 

in ~ ~ S l  
GmsIand bid 
fsdl~rn&nderss) 

$omha& ufiaAE5-d &re.oz &err?= mpt#. ( S ~ ~ & ~ @ S ) O C C U ~ ~  the mc&Jmd #led 
/an&, Small mamrr&ls and r i m s  ~jriqaclar to /nhmt &&? bairi&MM 'This wording is 

more direct statements on 
songbirds an mined areas 
%*st species. ~ o s t  
ks (snakes) on mined lands. 

fore% and mined areas, but the 
been adequatdy assessed, ' 

of page, again, see Leop ment above - 1200 m 

I think), Furthermore, note the diverse aqtoatic ammblagas in wtm-ts detined for 
ough such streams genmlly do not appear on USGS topographic maps in "A 

Suwq of Eight Major Aqua& n Associated with Small Headwater Streams 
Subject to V a k y  Alls frQm Mn dix D, Part 2, fhus we a* 
losing valuable aquatic habitats that are not even being considered En the abwe 
e&imatt?s of stream loss. 
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Top of pagat ES-4, Again, as not& above, it shadd tae cl rEy stated them are large 
undere2lmats and many miles of streams are k i ng  lost with vaiuable aquatic 
assemblages that are not belng considered in these estimates, 

Page ES-4, second butlet, again no mention is made of the diverse aquatk fauna 
associated with the smallest of these! headwater streams, Le., as painted out in "A 
Survey of Bght Major Aquatic Insect Orders AssocZated with Small Headwter Streams 
Subject to Valley Fills from Mounhintop Ninrng" in Appendix D, Part 2. 

Page a-4, third bullet, f agree that the Chemistry Technical Study is not put together 
very wdl, (see comments on that =ction belwv). But it is nst ~caretce ba say, 
that mined areas are charscteriW by an fncrr?am In minerals - there is a 
very large increase in ions, which I-ds to ridlcufous-ly high conductivity, %s 
well as severre wager qual#ty problems. The US EPAb water qu&lHy studiea~ 

\rialley fiilr wiere alevatad 
for ar numbr af s draining un-minded areas. 

Sulfate = 41x greater; Calcium, 
Magnesium, toM hardness = r21x greatm; Total dissolved solids = > 16 x greater; 
Conductivity, alkalinity, Potassium = 5% greater; Selenium = 7.8~ greater and had a 
rnedlan value of 11.5 ktg/L below fills. The US EVA'S on safe drinWng water standards 
are only 5 k q / L  and - 66 violations (in excess of safe drinking water levels) of Selenium 
were found. Note that t h e e  ratios a n  based on median values, and many values are 
much wow than 3 have pre$enled here, Why is ma mantian of th 
prablems, as well as the potential fang-term cts on downstream water 
suppile99 Our poterbte water sup$!& have the potential to be harmed many years 
into the Future because of large intreams n concentrations of Mveral chemicals as 
recentty Found by the US WA below vatley fills. Surely, this deserves, adequate 
treatment in the executive summary, This is potentiatly extremely harmftrf to the health 
of both humans and animak in both the shcw2-hrm and long-term. 

Page ES-4, third bullet, c l b  above commentsy the cornmen& about rnacdnvertebrata?~ 
are in accurate and unclearly presented It is stated much more dearly by the P A  
Report from Cincinnati (by f-ulk et a!,), " 777e r:bnsis&nI& higher stream Bio/~~/ca/ 
inte@& ~cor&ls, as mas@& by the W m a m  cbidRIo17 
belsw tili8d sits have Iomr bid& in&prr'ty #?an si& w'& 

p6llution sensitive taxa, Alfhough it is clar thef sh?dms below fi#s have reduced 
bio/~icaf i n t e ~ w ,  mme guWbns remain about trow impacts vmy w'ffi &nfd$ 
addi1-/on&' fllis, ~r in#uence .the &n&fc d/vem@ of animal popu/M.on5. && om &sin, 
Twntymiic Crc!ek, m~?lij/nd s/&s &&/TJ se@$on@l va/ubs (8un/mnj fw bioIogicaI 
intigrily were good and the colla~ons were associc3W M h  8 s e v m  dmqht." 

This should be restated mare direeNy, as; follcws: "Strmms draining valley fills tend to 
have greater and more persistent base flw due to the I w r  evapcttmnspiratiun from 

s. During smatl starms &ream draining valley fills usually have less 
draining unmiwd imas. However, the availabic evidence 

that streams drarning valley fills have greater runoff than of un mined areas 
during large storms," 

(3ecltEon Ill: G-4) f s pwblic mf(3t-y not a crmcwarn? Xf public sdety b s concern, 
why was it ignored under the P P O ~ O G C I  alternativa#? t h i s  &auld also ba 
considered under cumulative Impacts. 

ES - and energy needs the paragnphs on p q a  1V.A-5 prrsvides some ieformatlon 
about importance of coal to energy needs, based on those paragraphs I gather: So the 
lass of these remrvlcts wouEd not have an im iate, Irreversible effect on energy 
production kcause sufficient reserves exist etsewhere? Why isn't this in the executive 
summary? At least mention what the mat reserves are in other regions mrnpared to 
Appalachian reserves within the MfRJVF area. 

There is a much maw ~ ~ a r f i b u s  mamr rda&l:l.ng *a hyhydrdagy that is not 
m9ierrsd Tn the QXQ?I:U~&~ summery. Nab In Appendfx )t (floodi~g 

Under Exec. Summary amparison of stream characteristics in small gaged, 
n& ..,on page 3, that runoff is 1.75 X grater p r  unit 

aareid under any mention af hydrofogy in the axecuMva summary. 
Fufiarmam, this means Zhat d e r w s  CIE& gehg ta experle~lm 
incrsaod dswnobwm loading 
paragraph. This n d s  to be msntiontad in the ~xew:utbe summary. 
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mentioned here in lieu of all of the other irnpwtant aspects that are not even 
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documan& you shauM dearly c b  where with of thesie p ~ m l s  
d 

based wt the o W m  a f o n ~ i r g  kbmf con,u"It~tr'm~ ide~lji* arrd fmpkmw 
p g m m  &~n~es,  as mxwary  and appropPn;./ rn ensure that MTM/L/F is camm@ 

EIS are any prucedu 
requid, siinciez in most cao no bieiogkel inventory is  required? 

in A/&martr'm?s 1 and 2 P A  artd C;be CaE wufd cmsidef designating &reds 
generally unm&ab/e fix flV, m&m?d h7 as Advdn~!dIdmtr'fica&n of Di$pcmf Sites 
(ADID f. (&ah if no Walsgicd inventory is resquired how wsuid any AD1 D 
be indentifled?) 
*in A / & ~ a f i ~ e ~  2 and 3, the agencies wodd dew/op a joint M?Ff/vF app/icatioien &rm, 
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guidelines? Sin= thb is  the EM,  

ES-8 last paragraph, " 7hese changes Jncttld~~ bur; are not timkd to: 
nrfe-making by EPA and the O E  to define "fill "ma&&/ < 
be revised based on Oecssmlrrw 2003 deebions?); 

by tFle COE of W 21, @quIrr"ng cme-by-cast evs-J'u~ffms mi$ is 

~suc(r%es by the agencies; {Again, rounds gwd but not d 

policies regarding approximate original contour that rn8xinimt; backfill and 
minimizes excess spoil; devebpment of neation policy, (Who, how and 
when lbr  stream delneatian? I f  * t h l  S, me! wocrld €hi& Wio- 
would be desedwd In &is document) commercial Forestry rqulations, wtface 
water runoff analysis and blasting ... pTbmOt/on Of ref-orestation by OSM and the 
$zt&s;and davefoprnent of a poS mining land use policy by OSM," {Since thest4 

n going on 4ar well ewr a d w d e  why hiss this not ba 
done prewioudy?) 

e a r n  ef Judge Haden's 
in ICY? 

€3-9, third paragraph, "Better smam 

characterizaaan af ag 
t h i s  statement is fdtowed by evrsivs wmxiing such as csn be, may, and 
may reducep which &a not r a l l y  do much to support how the pwrcam af 
'cRarat~rizationR is going to inrpmwa the pra%xetit-ion.) 
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As an addmi comm~nt;sry, in the EXQ?c&i~dt Suntmary, 1 Puund many 
prandiatsar sbtements that WWB apparently being add in this EIS, 
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I- 3, top parag w ph, "Coal minInp activittes involve &mpmry'& or permanen1.I~ 
diverting wters of the US. htr, engineered chetnn& &r vani7lrlS e%.w?n5. ilxYudi~g 
mining coa/ beneath streams " From 
censsifat of permmenfly burying h 
temporolrity dluemd. 

1-3, ' fh@ agencies dssumed, hr  the purpo~s of rjrtis Cdraff thtTt impam tn the 
st#@ a@a wu/d pmbdbp be at ledst as s@n@cant as impd& in &her ateas, and 
that the masum to address thee impads rfbr .ti% area muid bes adequaw 
h r  o&?er a ~ a s  8s ~ f l .  t%/kwizg the cmcIu:&n ofthe NEPA process IcOr the ikwt% 
rifddresscrj, the need &r addiMna1 evaluation ww/d be assess~d &alfwb to &her 
ma/ m&in)g artivdfc3s a14"tXtingjumdk~na19mms." th is  k in.womis&nt with 
same of the assumptions frcm the USGS hydrologic tschnical studiesI 
where yau d1$mfSlg%d some af the results a8 being "atypkat" from en 
boleted vtr~tershd* 

1-4, "OSM has not bde~vtt$ amlied, or en&md tAe sB"rridm bufir zone! (SBz) 

avatuetd until now haw dfd QSM make thedr prior judgmmts? Espeeiafly 

2-5, la paragraph, I recommend that you give acreage of the fills, total amount of 
%rest lands effercted, and miles sf st you shoutd also mention that: 
these stream distances, if from the ~~ were taken from LEGS top 
which grmtfy undemtlmate the numb headwater stream (see 
below as well). 

%sting on page IIX-31 and much of the foltawfng page of Aitemmves: Much of this 

By the way, in section KC, the "eva9Sve-ward", "paterrtial" Is used 48 times. 

Page IX-38 to I1.C -42. Why are all these rregulations put into the main EIS, surely if 
anything goes to an a ndix, much of this could, 
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KC-43. Again, under 404 permits it is painfully obvious that bjobgicat 
manitoping may not be 

the questton must Lw! ask&: I f  no monitoring 8s 
required, how can you have any idmi on what valuable wpta€ic Ilk may or 
may not: be presmt? 

Afso for individual st;ates such as WV, does the USWA have any requirement on how 
any biological monitoring mards are delivered to the W E P  or maintained foiiowing 
their submission? As I recall from earlier conversations this is unclear, and thasf; data 
are! often not well maintained, Who analyzes these data? It %ems; as if one 
requlnrnerkt should be to have those data tx! submitted electronically as well as a hard 
copy. If the submission forms *re in a standardized format it would k a valuable 
record for long-tern analyses. Furthermore, if those data were required and 
maintained, then much of the present situation wuld not even be occurring, 

KC-43 through 44. It IS difficutt to believe that this entire saction on chemical 
rneasurernents was written without singling out Setwrhm, which was clearly in excess 
of the EPA's safk drinking water standards on sane 4% occasions, 
C-11.C-44, Under Action 5:  Again, see comments above for page 43 concerning 
biological monitoring data. We atready know there are going to be impact9, 
so aactly how is such data goSng to be used to avaOd or mitigate ruch 

3 Who makes t)\ese determlnatlom and actually anal 
dab? this needs to be more $pacific. 

KC-44. Under Action 6: Who makes the determinations, 0 ~ ~ i n e d  under the bullet4 
portions of Action 47 See note below concerning the failure of any of the Federai 
Agencies to measure what are stream Functions, Likewise although they may promote 
it as such the same goes for the COE functional assessment. 

I1.C-49 through 56. These pages are mplete with stream functians and 
assearsing bss uf stream functP0~6, Here are some! stream functions as would 
be eow~red in an ecolagical contat: 1) nutrient cycling (or rspiraling) in streams 
(includes uptake and release and processes such as denitrific8t;i.a~ and nitrification); 2)  
transport and retention fpartEcles, etc); 3) decomposition such as detritus pracesing; 
4) organic matter dynamics (input, storage, rdention, export); and, 5 )  Respapiwan, ek, 
However, during my years ar~sociatea wittr reviewing material for thls EXS, I 
emnot war recall such a function king measured in rassocfsrtion with mining 
by any government agency. So what is really being evalu~lted here? I f  $am% 
of the agencies lnvahred with as sing hrnctlons such as Wng 
mentioned above it would ba great and add greatly to our knowfedge ~f and 
any dqradatian resulting from mining or any impravementa from mitigation. 

no opcMc blolaglc 

mwwrd). Sin- Ehwe are usualiy at B e  f~ lm ly  level, or at best generic 
lavsl, %here ts really nat a blobgiceti fnven&sry. Ye@ in tfrrt pragraph at the 
top of parse 57 atgtcss that "SMCRA quta~onsr  specifigtcMy provide detrarll~ far 
idtsnCificr?ltim and p r o M o  ua fish, wildlif* and 

hawlng same detailed p 
taylulaQrs propose to be able bo assa 

wherther the habitat is of unusualty high value? f n this ease the cart s e e m  
to be & ~ g d  of the ham. 

KC-62-63, Under Cumulative: Irnpacks, I dbagrere that this El6 actually waluated 

study betwen the National Academy of Science, and the National Academy of 
Eminering to assure &at the assessment was being made by independent groups 
rather that the same government agencies that are under litigation. 

I1.C-62-63, Under Curnulatfve f rnpts, second paragraph: " 77Ws em14'mate does ttat 
iwhdt? any a#d &rn&d~g." This saem to 
apply art tfon Es cccurring, Handal's report 
in Appendtx E, llluetratevl thls is nat cccurringh 

Also 1I.C-62-63. Under Cumulative Impactst second paragraph "Absduh? limitatkws on 
valey Bff siz wuuM result. &: 1) m$erv&s typ,ca/& acce~ibJe by /d/"9er mining 
equipment be~oming unminabk; 4 m m  rapid of re$erv(4?~ m'nabb by smafltr 
equipment spi+eads; 3) imwed pnssum ~n cent& Appahchian coal fmm 
Powder River &ash, naturdf pa$ imp~rted/&rnStl%- cm/ suurts; artd 9) 
esuftant fnc/pasies in mining costsI minag artd rtfated ~mpIoyrnen1: decreases 
in s?vt?rr;,nce fax&, e&, [Appiena'ix GJ', Well, what snvlronmtrsh aconomks, 
such as natural rwiource fatian (a hmlthy and renwaMe forest;), 

releaoat, impact an runoff and water 
nsidered), Wow a b u t  I 
livable envtronmg~nt is d 

populations migrste, &cc. Why awn2 these part: of your economfc 
Every item above is centered around one MtSng: mining cad at the! cheapest 
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price: This really bolts down to short-term economic gain for long-term en~imnmental 
degradation, However, the question should not "How can we emact eal  
with the minimum expense and maximum short-&rm profit for the mining m 
but rather "How can we extract coal resources in a wise manner, which ensures long- 
term environmental integrity, productive forests, unburied and unpoffuked streams, and 
long-term productive economies fw our children and grandchildren?" Comp91.e the 
shtements in thb saction wit% &a averall purpwm of .the EXS an gage I-2. 
This only ed$s to my opinion that this EIS should have h e a n  dons by either a 
commitbc appulntcad by tits Nat. Acad. Scl. and/ar Nat. Acad, Engr. 

11.5-2. There are some real twisted and skewed perspectives contained in this section. 
Quote page 2, " Fmrn d t x d q i a l  sbndpainit ver, same sb?iam sqmenb in #e 
upper edches of w&&eds em be impm&/fP dqudNc hdbitass. ff&&ng @& ti %he 
uppermaif stmm Begmenb do&$ nut recqniire the imp&c7nce of some upper stream 
segments as emIqicaI& established aquatic habitah, l3~ause existing data do fiat 
Rsrdbh'sh a sGientific bbas i?; categonicIy limiting Ms ta 3peciWl;ic st?gments, &iii 
El5 pmposes to ronth~le ~ndividuah site-speciific da63 coIIe&m and sd"r,@ to evaluejnre 
the ecoIo~fcaf imporfanm of upper stream reaches" This statement is twisted 
jargon. Xn&rpmtertiorr: Since streams exist that are randacummtwl an USGS 
Topographic maps, which can have a diverse Fauna and bcs important 
ecatcgical habitah, then it is ok to h r y  miom of tharn by Incraasing the. d m  
af PitIs. By many accounts presented in Lhls EIS, it is wmnissous txr conclude 
any consideration is being given to the scalogical importance of headwater 
stretarns as sugge&ed in the statement at the end of this para@raph. 

1T.D-3, f ist  4 paragraphs. This reads as if restricting fills M 150 to 250 acres did not 
show as a significant economic impact on cmi reserves, as restricting fills to 1- than 
75 acres. However this idea ws rejected because w only collected the data from 
West Virginia and it may nclt be representiltive. What kEnd of s 
Finally, what 18 mesamt by the following s?Mmwnt which 
studies dld not provide a suiXortrla basis far determining the indirect effect 
from valley Ells could not be! 
untrue beauss: 1) Stream c 
Seksnium, mnductlvity, ertc, 
(Falk et al. Appendix 0 part 
shew Impacts as nated by the tallowing sO;B.Ixcm@nt: " 7 7 ~  cms/slwttly higher 
WQ z o m  and the TO&/ Tsxa in N4e Wnmined~itts rt?&ive to H/W sit= d t m  six 
seasons shaved &at Fillled sacs have l o w  trio& integrity than &s ~ M o u t  VB. 
FurlChermo@, reduced kxd rJClfiess in fi4Ied s i w  is pN"mari& &a rcirsukt of &wr 
po//ut~n-sensitive EPTBxa, " Them direct evidence of significant im~ct of 
fills on biota, chemistry, and hydrology. 

&'bua3n*es am? rway IX7t ;be nsr S~$tJcd//y vaId &s& &r (7 ~/a&m& 
size surmga&.* Yst mdw m&on XILD-6 and 7, chemkal camperisan$ am 

study ... ,,..is this sdmkiver indusfon and aeludon cr what? 

1I.D-6, top pangraph, Again what hmnetional mmrurements has the CUE ever 
made of aemystcsm properths ar sbaem fun&ona as it re 
eoel mining? Noltt! tO my knawla%e - -Her cammenb mncerninp 
function. 

thEt six m&&s havirg s@ni&at co&amns iff blre #na/ $amp&@ &?@sonT Winter 2laOl, 
Alsa in Winter 0f ZD02,ijr regesr'on ofthe bVkW vwsm cturnu/aIri,d n'vw ki/ornhm 
e&%mates a &cease aSappmxima&& 
Seasort and cumu/aWe Wer kiJ~me&r 
#in&@ activi& in #e m&rsh&V The word additive seems weird this is curnulatiwe 
and not additive - simply jargon as worded, Row that 1 read the material under 
cumulatiw? Impacts, I understand the f ~ # v e  but not the logic behind the requested 
changes 

Cumla~ve impxb are discufjs~d to a degree In Xndcx I: hawever, other than the 
benthk studies above, not investigated. So hwv could the existing data show 
cumulative impacts if ttre prerequisite studkl; were not done? 
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residences in t k i r  wa&mhds. Biuf~gical condNs'uns in the? s5c"drns &NS ~ n l y  vaiiey fiffs 
r e p ~ ~ n t ' e d  a gmdient of condMons Ram poor tw w v  gaod; sb"zslams wz&+ ~/a/Icfy 1CIis 
and msidcnces were maS'IL impacted. Jmpacttis could include sevem/ such 8s 

tY1e 
impacts csndpa/15'cuIar s&wmts cou/d not be es&BEishea' WM #@ avai/ate dataa 
B/ther, the lFfS studies did not co11cIudc Ulat imp& document& kkw fkfDfJvF 
aperabons cause or conMb@e to $Ignificdnt dqradalfon of watm of ti?@ US,[SIO CER 
230,10(c)], " 
1) H e w  can you justify the above paragraph in view of the fidlngo of 

g w U y  alclwabd chcsmi~try, inchrdlng 66 widstions of satenilurn 
c o n e a n ? r  One of tbs o~gslng problems with the ehamicl91 &udl 
thsl: they haven? drme statrstlcai analysis ers such. 

2 )  Haw can yau justify the ~lbove pagraph In view of the analyses of 
r i d  out by the USEPA Stetistlerl Anrrlysw bQ 

2) and directiy quoted in the paragraphs 
below3 

"In gemraIstaIlistrcaJ differences between the Unmlned and RI& U5 cr'asses 
cor~sponded t~ ~ffhgu'cal d/We1z?nee5 &&teen cl~3sslsts bas& m mean WSCf scun?~~ 
Unminal sites scored "very g& "in all s~?;asms except autumn 1959 &en Clle 
condiBW~ MS scored as '&md '"e co~dilfons at R/led sites ranged fwm "&ir "tu 
'@oaf", However, R/I& dh; that scared " p d  "on avtmge olfly re!pTZI?5ented 
cond/tlon5 in the rWentym7e W k  w&~~hed  In two Srslasuns (is&,, autumn 2000 and 
wilter 2001). 7Befe s i ' s  am not mpresen&ti~ of&? entir~ tVE'V)%f sfudy m& On 
average,Fll/ed S&W had iowr WVSCI scorns than Unmined sites, ," 

"me ConsiSentJy higher W B C I  m @ s  and the To&/ Taxa in &e UnmI/t9?d 
wlar've to FiIM $i&s cicross six seamns show &at /Wed $i@s have lowr bib& 
in&gn'ty than sites &thout t7=s furt;hermary?, reduced tam n'cltna in AIM si&s & 
prirnan'fy the mmlt of &wr @futr'm-se#diti~ E13T taxa. She lack of dgnificant 
dimrences b e W n  these two EZS dc3.$ses in a u a m  1995' &y~@dlrs to due to bse 
e m &  of greatr'y reduced flow in Unrnined tisit& during a severe dmught Cmtinued 
sampling at Unmined iand FiIfeg' sites b~3uId improve tfie undeening of k241el;fier 
M?Pf/1/F activisies are asmiat& ~ ' t h  $ti%~ond/ vixiaition in Izenthk macminvertcbr&t? 
mems i3n~ ~ * ~ - I P O W  hydrologyBY " 

" ExdmJndtion of the Additive sibs h r n  the m&n&em of TwnLyrnile Cmk inCtic&?d 
&!?at Impacts to the benthic maminve&bl-ate commrlnities inceased BmsS $@oras 
and upearn to domstream of TwtyMle  C W .  In  the fifst sampNng sedson one 
mew, fatal Taxa, was negaNveIy cmlated &ti9 distzmce along Be majr&m. 72% 
number- of metn'e showing a rr?Iatbnship ntmufatfve river mile inmdsced 8cms 
seasons/ w&k bur OF the six metdcs having isi&nikant codatims in &e tinal .wnp/inp 
sed$on/ Wnhr 2001. Also in Wn&r or'2001,a r~)'essibn of the WKCI veGm 
cumulatfve nver kiiometer rtirnates a decrease ofappmximateb me psinktn b9e 

II1.C- 1 Stream Classification: A measure of first order Streams h m  a 1: 100,000 scale 
map seems ridiculous - Luna Leopald in his book, A Vherw of tSto Mwesr, porn& out 
that at even 1:24,000 derestlmates the number of first 
order streams, most of which appear on a map. Wedwatar streams are 

m k e  up 48% of the Waf 

natwark-s ate uarralfy d r w n  at a 1:24,OM) or tarflsr, which iexctudes 
the smeltest strcsams (LeopcCd 2894). Using the, G O W Q ~ ~  C m ~ k  basin as an 
embrnpte, avar 98% of the tatat o W m  
I:i5WIQ02) ec:& m a p  (Table I). Many rrf the sm;aii#&t $treema do not 
an i:7,2OU scate maps. It is ironic that 
on work mmpteted in Coweta headwater 
U.S.G.S. maps (Myer and Wallace 2001). Far the Chattooga River watershed in the 
Blue Ridge Mountains of Georgia, North Carolina, and South Carolina, only 50% and 
75% of perennial streams were shown an X:lf10,000 and 1:24,000 scale maps, 
respectively (Hansn 2002). Almost none sf the inbrmi&ent and ephemeral streams in 
the Chattooga bsln were drawn on either map. The USEPA showtd conduct sam 

d measurements af some af these headwaters in the tvn;Q/VF area and compare 
with topographic maps. Wihout this informalion, accurzrte asswsment of miles 

of stream imp&& are not passlble 

1II.C-2, 11th line from b m m  OF page - recommend deleting ~Mgnamtas these 
streams are rarely "s&gn;anP. 

II1.C-6. Last line of page - delete batancad energy b.ensport. This is not what 
the Vanmete tet si. the paper is abut.  

1Id.C-13, Lentlc Mon-fi~Mng Aqua& Systems, Although W r e  is no 
between lakes and pands there certainly is a disQnaon between La 
versos f mpoundmnts (cmtted by dams on stream$). On page I KC-14, secomf 

ge they seemed ta k used intercha~lgeaw, 

IKC-19, last bullet, I t  should be csmphrarixd: 1) that historically ponds were 
cxceptionalty rare in the centmi Appatachians; 2) ponds created on mine sites provide 
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u ~ u S U ~ ~  or rant habltats that may have been missing before mining activities; 3) thus 
we do not know haw indicaMva they are! sf dishrhed versus undistur 

Iff .G-20, last stertcsment, needs to be quaiifid, bacsruae I elso 
creating wetiands dam nat replace the value of etrsam befarc mining. (See 
the procrrdings of Aquatic Ecosystem Enhencematt Sympaaium, Appendix 
D, Fli)ga 191, 

1II.D-X to 2, Again, this is sami~twhart mlslwding when the miles of strmms 
buried are discussed. Far example the statement " OPlter 
accuracy of thi3 &mate are presented in shrdy, Um'y blueIine streams fmm USGS 
tr,pographic map we incjudcd in this eva/ua&on, 7;Ais study did not ~~vdIudte ml/es of 
stream filled &at wr~ not marked as bheIim e l m s ,  nor wa?; an @t;imate ma'e &r 
the? number of mjle of shwns mi& tbrouph, " This gives a mideadlrrg 
rapresentation bec~~usie of the dive mlirtageo On streaams 
da&ined for burial, although such streams gmrzrafly bo not ap-r m U S S  
topagraphic maps In "A Suwq  bf Eight Major Aqaratk Insact Ordiers 
Assaciated wfth Small Hesdwster Streamrs Subject to V&iley Fltls fram 
Mauntaintop Mining" In Apperrdlx b, Part 2, And as explained above, 

c m a p  greatly undcsmtimate miles of sWaarma 
until thl@ bottom of IIf.D-3. 

I I ID2,  second paragraph from bottom of page " viab/e qucirtc cummunitids t-hdt could 
Pie" should be changed to read "viable aquatic communities are lost" berzaul~e all 
benthic data suggest lass of aquatic communities. 

Ill  .0-4. under b. 3. "It has not been determ/md if dmfndge gtsucfmls amxtaW wn"l) 

mmng can pmvide some b@n@fits (i.e.; increased flaw at of fi&, &Wing driinape 
s&uWes) that could od)cset aquah*t impacts." Explain, what kind of htlJits that 
such es structure could of ie t  in lieu of the masshe chemical chan 
8s lass of stream habitat? 

II1.D-5, Top OF page. " 7he c,&?nt tW M.h.ich enew /ms may be of&t By &put M m  
redamation ofthe mim si& and adfawt undlst&d areas is unkndm. Impam &that 

His I y p  oFrM energy 'thangc" mu& have on the domstniarn quatic @nwizxrm&t is 
uncen:din and t q u i m  further imesr"igaHonnn This is like saying that burying the 
streern and praWng a sediment pond sit the base of the fit1 that9 ruining 
downstream chemistry, may not be a bord thing. Thist is flawed logic. 

do atter flow regimes (not hiwe He po&~?C&/ tib); and, (9 Mining and awciated valley 
fills do alter (not have t-fw, to) $mam chemistry. These should be far more 
direct statements than currcantly d r a W .  

1II.D- entire section -The "etvaaive word: 
chapter dona 

TII,E9-6 f. 1, Under studies addresing chemistry why is na larger issue made of S e M u P n  
anywhere in this repert? 

tiat nutrient a t  IQW fevels of exposure. This inorganic chemical is 
found naturally in foed and 1s and is us& in dectronics, photscapy aperation$, the 
manu%chrre of glass, chem Is, drugs, and as a fungicide and a Feed additive, In 
humans, expu re  to high levels of scbniu rn over a long period of time has resuited in 
a number of adverse health effkts* including 61 Ias of feeling and conmi in the arms 
and legss EPA has set the drinking water standard Tor mknium at 5 ug/L (versus 11.7 
obsrv& k low valiey fills, 5"8bl& 1) to protect against: the risk of these! adverse health 

several times greater than tke dsk;rction limit of 3 ug JL. The elevated values of 
selenlurn appear to be dosety related to MM/VF: mining ectivity. 

Selenium is essential for life in very smaft amoun t s  but is highly toxic in slightly greater 

In an dewatred 

sdenium soits for a g t k u b a l  productio-n" (temly 19% page 4373. However, 

for selenium levels of S ugjt and the more appropriate level shodd be a water quality 
criterion of 2 ug/L, Furthermore, bemly (1999) has suggested that a selenium time 
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bomb is in the making as a result of substantial imp* on fish populations. She 
effects of selenium on Rsh ppuldions include the btlowing Prom Lemiy (20023; 

Swelling of giff lamel lae 
a Elevated lymphocytes 

Reduced hemoglobin (anemia) 
4 Eye cataracts as well as exopthalmus (popeye) 
4 Pathological effects on liver 

Reproductive failure 
Spinaf deformities 

The West Virginia Gesfegic and Economic Survey has information on selenium 
an their website (h~;/lwww,wvgs.wnet.edu /ww~Jdabs~t/te/SeHome~htm) It 
notes: 

"Selenium occur$ in coat primarily within host minerais, most within commonly 
occurring pyrke,.,,.. An unpublished study at WVGES using Snvl found selenium ,,. in 
12 of 24 coal samples &udied, mainly in the upper Kanawhs Formation coals. ,,.. 
Selenium in West Virginia coals averaged 4.20 ppm. .+. .. Coals containing the highest 
sczlenrum contents are in a region of south central WV wttere Allegheny and upper 
Kanawha coals containing the most selenium are mined.,.. Selenium is not an 
enviranrnentat problem in moist regions like tfie Eastern US. where concen 
average 0.2 pprn in normal soils," 

Summarizing this information, we see that in the region of MI"M/W mining, the coals 
can conlain an average of 4 ppm of selenium, normal soils can average 0.2 pprn, and 
the a110wble limit$ in the streams are S ug/L (0.005 ppm), Disturbing ma1 and soils 
during WI'M/W mining could be expected to result in violations of the stream Ifmil: Ear 
selenium, 

A fairly ~omprehensive review of Selenium is given in the Federal Register of 6 
March, 2002 ( Vol. 69, No. 44 pages 10101 -10113). Some notes made From this 
document are as follows: 
e "The EPA's standard to protect: aquatic species io 5 vg / titer but is 
reevaluated as a standard sf only 2 pg / t i e r  IS being applied to protect wetland 
grasslands in the Sari Joaquin Valley, CA (note 5 pg/L versus over 11. ygJL was the 
median value blow valley fills in W. 
c Selenium is taken up by vegetation. 
* Selenium is toxic to small mammals as longevity has k e n  
with only pgfg in diets of ratsI deleterio ir, nails, live, Mod, heart, 
nervous system, and reproduction have 

There is evidence that animals such as insects, that fwd on plants absorbing 
selenium from the environment, accumulate selenium in their bodies and this is 
biomagnified by larger animals suck as shrews, which feed on these ins&, have even 
higher levels of selenium. 

* 
swine and 
II 

the eggs of waterfowl and resu!ted In egg deforrrrMes," 

Hamilbn, S. 3, and A, D. Lemly. 19%. Water-sediment contrav&rsy in setting 
environmental standards i%r selenium. Ecotoxicology and Environmentat Safety 44: 
227-235. 

bemly, A, D. 2002, Symptoms and implicatJons of selenium toxlcQ [in fish: the Befew 
Lake case exampte. Aquatic Tox&ology 57: 39-49. 

Lemly, A, D. 19915. Seknium impacts on fish: an insidfous time bomb. Human and 
Ecafogical Risk Assesmen& 5 :  11 39-1 151. 

f1I.D-6 f.1. Again, it should be stressed under water chemistry that downstream hadins 
of chemicals could be incmased much more than indicated by the chemrcal 
mnce~ttrations because there is greater ~ u n M  and discharge r unit land area below 
valley fills. Mote in Appendix H (flooding studies) that runoft is 1.75 X grrrater per unit 
surface area h r n  mined than un-mined catchments. This difference should be noted 
both here and under any menuon of hydralogy in the execuave summary. 

Xf 1.0-7 Again, f.2. Summay and Conclusions : "In summary, mhing and vafXey !?/ling 
acfivi& appcw to be as50cidtwf' ..,...,..( change "appear to bcz" to are) Again, weak: 
ervsske wards, Furthermom, the folovuing statement gives the wrong 

The fallowing papar slkould 
use no other human activity 

fallowing r&emicnee: 

aut the PllTRjVF in WV orrtd ia as h inq by far the 
mmt prolific bctor cantribu mowing activity in the US. 

tpor~rQNf into this EXS. 
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III,B-7, under g. " VaIIey fils have the pot&nal ta a/hr g$csma;/jclhd@ica$ (Again, 
avwsiva warding, change to AvailaMe evidence sruggmt that Valley fills altar 
gaamarphologicai, , . ..) 
1II.D-8, again page is  replete wfth embiguous and evasive wordlng such ar 
potential to impact, patxmtiret impacts, Mc. Fumermare, lest paragraph 
under g ((downstream Immt from previous page), What functions hava 
ever been measure$ sbsociaM with MTRfVF mining? 

II1,O-9, under h l .  Well, I am glad the Trough Fork Study was actually mentioned In 
this EIS. Sevveral yean ago 1 commented on "A History of the Benthic 
Macroinvertebrate and Water Chemistry Studies of hnro Long-term Monitoring Stations 
on Trough Fork" Conducted for Pen Coal by R,E.I. Consultants, report dated 20 June 
2000, Hawever, why was this study not included in the E S ?  Although, I had some 
comrnentz, concerning the interpretation of Ule data, this was far, the b& long-term 
study documenting continuous stream impairment of invertebrate populations following 
initizltlon of upstream MTRJVF mining, I n  Pact, bdow f rraqmt that this study is 
added b the ffnel EIS. The! laart paragraph af this section is simply sn 8ICtempt 
to cover up an interesting fang-term data set. 

I1I,19-9, u n b r  BIZ. \d 
tong-brm bidcrgicat monkori red bidogical ccmditions 
below valley fills, Agdn, th is parlr9ally bus, it dams 
rcpres8nt a good mample of long-term studias, but the Pimt part is an 
atecampt to reduce the impact of that statemrant. 

I1I.D- 10 &11, under h3. ' Mi/& this report did not bcus m vr?11y fils, po&nfidI 
impacts t"i-om valley 84% tr;l m a m  chemdtf). W poj;SJb/e dtwaebns to strcm 

rt, which was primarily irr non-MTR/ 
Howaver, why hasn't the WSEPA considered ddng a similar study, perhap9 in 
conjunction with the U505 fn the NTR/VF area? Such a study seems tong 
overdue. 

III.Dl1, under h4, This section me& to be rewritten and updated using the report 
from the EPA Laboratory in Cincinnati (Falk et al. Appendix D part 2 )  and also noting 
that the w m m r  and fall of 1999 represented a record drought for the region. 

111, D- 12, under h4, at top of page - " C h a m z e  conditEons and &scrh? m y  
cumulatlbcp /mpac& thd1 cdn be &W in str(7arn.s domaearn of muIt-ipte .@#A OM@ 
h3 conditions encbuntw no d~RnriMvd cmc/usions we ma&d flparding this second 
objec~~e. * f hls statemeet is not curract, Again, this study does indic- some 
cumulative dlwvnstream impacts an and I quote from USEPA Statistical Anaiyses 
of Data (Falk et at. Appndix D part follows: "Exarni~tlon oft%? Ad&&.. sites 
t?c?rn &t? mdinSCE!m of TMnlymile Cm& irWlca&d Bat impacts 80 Eitle knthk 
macm'Rvertebpd& mmmun&e$ ~T~CIZE!BW across ~ ~ s m s  and upsteam ta dowsmam 
of Tbten&miJe Cmek, fn flmt xgrnpking 5eam one metn'c, TO&/ faxa, was 

f 
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III.D.14, Again, at tup of page and dsewhere this needs to be updated based on 
Cincinnati Laboratory's SQtisWal Analyses af all the biological data. 

I I f . 8  16 & 1 7, " f7SI's 5W4v dd not a b d m  wMther then? are envimmen&/ Z>enelp& $f 
s-iined flM hm? Ht& wlo?lrsAe& Wm compared to no-tJow Cand/%im$ in s m  
unmined /g&ena sb?am, (Ridiculws sat-* ae consideration needs to be 
mede that the higher flowg, or q m t  runoff from vatley fills, cornbhd with 
higher concen-traltiions of many chamids fa anly going to s w l e  to ineream 
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hioIqicdd& avdi&b/e fbr f i  chain (US, eW5, 
af hurnani~ esltCng th 

earlier comments on selenium, shave.) 

1EI.D-17 under a, " M/hee mining and fi/ing artY'ŵ &'@s have impdrtzr"d stn?ams 
compensatory mit@dtim may be usd to repiace lost habi&t a& finctlons. "What 
functions (see above concerning functions) have actually avw bsen 
rn~g~sfdred under any mitigation rtxeived Arbm nrJnSng cornpanim? 

111.5-17 under b. Again, What functJans (sm above concerning functions) biavc 
actzralIy ever be?en measurb?d under any mitigation received from mining 
companies? Withcut measuring any functions, what has h r s n  mitiptad? 
The meosuremenll(s) asmciatd with change in acosptem-lewd furrctions 
bafa'ora and following m9t&atlon S$ mm&thing that certainly d-a funding 
in order to assess the actual value! of m y  mitigation. 

IIl.0-18 and 19, under d. la% full paragraph an 18 relating increased discharge below 
valley fills to greater habitat for fish during drier wztsons ...." fkis 
e?levaW ffow regirnds fbs/M drrwstrc,arn fram w//ey 8/is (LEGS 
wwt& sob,i@ondi fish habitat tbrpaa OF&% par whre p171?vi0~1t$y Ash habmt had 
k e n  PmItd 0MZilf.g to sedsmaily dry condI%fons'. h iS not kmw iffhis ificmdse in 
stream I@~@c"h used by fish WUM be etpaW to gma&r fish product or s(mp& 
repments an increase in erea &ete PisA are hum?,," Since chemicals am trlweted 
below vslleiy fills this means that down 
only going be higher below vrefley flits, 
benefit derhred &om increase flaw, aPter a# fish are highly mobile orgmisms. 

I1 f .D- 1% Last paragraph of d. " C&DR of other ponds a& Wlfdf?d m o u ~ e f  m mined 
lie7nd has show mom pmmise. Wallace (&A 26700) sugg&if &at if%?&? types of 
spherns ca# be important site$ of nm&M sfb~lia$te drZd uptake prcrvi&d Hat a 
suti"cient4 vegeB&d //ttam/mm is present " This sounds as if I was optrmistlc about 
the prospec& without noting that I also said "Wetlands a b m 4  during the mbe 
site visih; were not linked to the &wnstresm watersoheds- again, not that 
they da nat have value but they do not replace the pre-mining shzrms." 
(Appendix D, pert 1). As prrea~en , this is a mlsmp~ntrs t iun of what was 
said (as so many other things in this EIS). 

111.8-19, under e.1. second paragraph under amite -these shrdies did not artd 
~ U R C ~ ~ O R .  

X1l.D-20 & 21, under c.1, still - a lot of lip-semiice is given to function hem 
without actually hawing any functlans measured ta date as far as f knew. 

1Il.F-7, and back to execuM~e summary, a i n  axiecuthra summary is "eveslve 
warding" campsred to sstallament about birds on bottom of this page. 

r 

QF 

E$wa&$20031). Pieam explain this contradSckry statamrant since salamandsrs 
are amphibians. Algo roam% piaragmph should he Burton and tdkens 1975 not 
Bwton and Lykcans. This ci.tafiorr; is miwing Tn references. 

I1I.F-1BtP11. Suwly, in addit%an b, rnrs~tbnlng 5% you shauld alsa mention 
acmage exceeds 380 square mike on %is page where you 

mentian the 5% value. 

f 11, F- 1 1  " The above Andngs prove rrvhdeme? thgt JrZcunMfn&p miWy pm&;ics 
~ w e v e ~  these advantage m&y not 

s u p s  (again ewsive wording and en atbempt: to minimize ths Impacts 
we? m Me mBinaMiE1, of plants and 

w7dtffi in regionn" Should read "This is nnat nece 
as PrOm OE114 arm." tha only 

e habiteb arc1 f~vecaMe is betcaw= they have changed the habibtt 
and essentially 5 p n d  it up .tb mmIclcs or srpsci~s with 4 much wider 
diskbution range (see Cindy T i b t t )  thm was there originally. 

-- 
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1II.F-12, According to the study cited by 

247,364 acres in t9tc IUITRfVF artla, therefore UIIs wording of the sentence 
with the YuSif citation is apparently wrong. 

1II.F-22, Prior to 1898 (the start of this ETS) with the increasing sire of these 
operations, a single permit involved changhg thourjands of acres of hardwood forests 
into herbaceous cover. This is tnre even for the shart-term when fortst is pest- 
mining land use. How can this be short-term when Wandst's repart in this 
€1 S shows little evidence of recovery aftarr 2 decades? 

I1I.F-12 - bottom of page "Simlady, w can assume &at t9e lnvasion 
of (delete this of) rr7t.e offorest-floor d ~ I / i f l g  saIamandeB wil/ be slow on post-mifled 
sites, Slow is fm too wwk don't you really mean non-existmt for first sw%vel 
decades and possibly centuries baaed on Handd4s shady? 

If1.F-15 -bottom of page, the discussion on Corridors is a bit w a k  and does not 
consider dierent types of animals, birds, large mammals, small mammais, Inseets, etc, 
and how different types of corridors may influence the success of various groups. 

If1.F-16 under carban sequetstmtlon -Why is the last paragraph written u, 
podtfvaly? What evidence is %hare that any ssignifleant forset 
h m  otcurrred on s waltay fill? I f  there is m y  avSdenc6, please cite It On this 
repisrt, Where are m y  data that shew rigniflcant carban fixation orr a weUey 
fill compared trD lli ~onw~ntional holrdwaod forest3 This paragraph needs kr be 
~CIwbrded and reworkad based upon tealism. 

II1.G-1, under regulaiay bac kgmund " fht. discusbn noted iWnctt s#&ce mining 
e f i @  cm surface hydmkqy." far too week should mad doas have 

significant .... 
111. G- 1 "Open pi@ at mines sites can provide dgflificd??t /unafT~ntian, 
Drainage contml &wtures can also pmvide ~trtnthon, plus 
overland flow. 773@ increased infilcmtion provided by backti//& can aim re&& or l&wn 
,oeak flow. @ Are you trying b Ompty camparcad to s fa 
any scbntiflc evidence for such statarments ba on Qther UWS studim ar 
other studies Bans in canfundan with this EfS. You 
that compared to fa there is still increased peak flow with storms. 

III, G-2. With respect to the following passages - " ClrmntlyInst @/I ofthe -7te 
~gu/ia&ty agencies require a quiants'tatJvve analysis of i%w)ing inylacts &propbSi?d 
rnim opwd~ons in either Il-lte /ZWC or CHX4 a$~e$smnts. 7he USCM mutincly E/& on 
stat.? or S K i  rcgu1at;ims tz, addem ffoad&ng. 'Pitte USCOE m y  evalu8ti? f7Oc;hdiflg 

1900dimpd sna/ysis /s d&rmirzed an a case by case basis by 
tb@ USCOE Most  dfl not @#dud P ana&sJs Y surh an ane3Iysis 
is mpii.ed by st&? or W s  sounds weN and good but 
g k s s  provide soma cia 

11 1 .C-4 "As surnmanized by Tbbh i lL  G-f,&e &arm mnof m&Ing using WEC-HIW and 
S#aO 4 bafh c W 8 W  thal pcrr;t-mining peak f low m l d  & higher Man Wie 
pm-miffhg peak flow hr the sdme &@fi Spbrms. M?Hb14NJvepr &e p&Etted inCEaseS in 

of Phs storm? 
)wit a IlW-ytwr flood is 
need to make sure that 
misnomers and m y  
1 $an%   lee that 

1II.G-4 " E%?se fli!$uI& indim& &!I& /a@esf bmimge a m  (No& W M g e  Vaky 
gmal"e5t inmBse in peak flow 
at the sma/Ie& draWg;r 8m 

fSampk?s Va/ley HI1 #4 &tr"l th? sm8#1~pxent;?gh area ecl&mn5est' hgd the low&& 
immme in p& flow" Then why wss more attenti.on not m id  to limiting siaa 
of fifls as a meeho the brief mention af flogding in 
the EX S ExecutEver g this aspect rss a reason kr 
limit the site of WI  concern? If it was why was it 
ignored under the XIM 

111. G-6 " T&e ffnd! analy1s wa$ msldd of rurUfl mndib:ons Y the 9mplles Mine sites 
~ r e f x j m M t / 7 f h g p  @-minim colt " f am net aware of isny 
sStuatlan that irpprrtachers~ or evm indksterr such patentid wi?h decades or 
possibly sweral cr?latwrliedsJs, Can yeu ci-eei sp6~i f ic  information b support this 
type of iilnalyols? 

111, G-8, tap sf page, The cdkuIW unkepak mlvs &r @I@ unm&imd vaIby fill in the 
sou13Cle,m pmu, was Mce as A@h as &e? eminling s&sS 77% remining bdAw in the 
southem gmup had $/mi/& unit flaa rbr the unntined wz@rsheds 8ffd ti% 
nslcIaimed v a l q  Rll, (Sineca the EIBsim differ by ra facbr of ovw CEX in watwshed 
area [previous pa ME IdmtiPy precisely what Is maant by unit pleak 

--- - --- 
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XI1.H-6. Top of page under, 4 .  Impacts to Groundwater Chemistry From MTMIVF. Is 
Selenium ever a probkm in wcatl water? Conductivity changes? Why are no 
measuramenlo rquired for thewe? 

I1I.W-6, under Geochemnal Reactins, Quite a bit of thk is t h o  gmscarntd wr lh r  
under ecid mine drainage, is &are, rr rmmn to have it in this EIS twice when 
several important Stems are being o m i W  from the main document? 

III. M-7, top of page "Further &dy is n&&d to determine durdWn of& 
mineralisation, d i ch  mhy be expected to denas@ GM'& time a5 backfit/ and v&ll@y fills 
&re 'Vu$hed "of  soluble ma&n'a/sn Well they may deem%$@ ovet many dmadcs 
or centuries, but might they not also Increes@ in earty decades s9 chernlcals 
and rmko that have? not been in previous cantect have increased chemical 
sctlviiy? 

111. H-8, last ppargagnph, "Howver, their  port flrufld cetain dahg gaps hr whicA 
no ~0flc?/ah~tW cou/d be evaIuaM, ?Be shr& recommended additions/ ebrafuatibn ta 
deternine: " Should read- t hd r  report was not designed ta .... 
1V.A through 1V.I I found these tro be some of the worst pages in this entire 
EIS with serious e m r s  of 1-Ee and fact and in many wsre vary 
misleading, I n  this seetion I note the ac&nrive use af evarive words such 
ss "potential or potentia#yw (61 times) end "may h" (a1 
6 "possrlbly". I n  fact, it appears ta have written to intentionally 
downpiq some averwhelming factual and scienritic data, 

f V,A- 1" The pmpos& s&bm and aIIwnijrthes consi3t ot'mny pd&nti&l changes to 
data c~IIection and ana/ysis pr&mo&, guideljnes h- &st m~nageme~tpme~cs, 
segu/dtr'ons, and m~&ga@ofl mquirements &r MnCrpF op@mk/bmM 7Rey an? a/@ at 
impmving agency efldency a d  e&&venesj incmr"ng conskh?ncy &thin and 
kWfl agenicr'es, and metzng oFherpubNc pIiciesS" We& thb may oowd %god, 
but achally them are so many errom af fact in this draft or wording &st 
strong4y reinforces the idam *st this EIS should have by an 

t sommirtee From an auWide body such as a1 Academy 
and/or Engineering, not by agencies with vested krteresb in the 

outcome. 

occutring on valley flEls In frwms lewr tbpln czwtkuria. 

MA-2 "Poput'atidn pm4% w decline and dembpraphic changes 18 thrt s w  arrta M I  
~oflt i f l#& to mnzt5,rm communib:ers in the StPlIry area. Communita'~ a"rcilt mtii7~ to f05e 
ppu/d.tr'bn hi? ta a f x k  otcecommk. gm 

comment, Senartor Hi 
region when she into tertives that it is diaictht #f not impbssible 
to develop e viisblts mmorrsy when you trash *ire elsnvironmmt in which you 
ere Nvinq. 

IV. A- 3 " "IAp dmC burla/ of st-mm sqmnts by exas ~ O I /  rix ~%Y$/vr ope3mb:ons is 3 
lmg-term imMevab/e mmmitnrent of rscmrw b r  the buried s lmm St?gment, 
Mwver, the CWA and SMXRA pmvJsiom &re dt?i@ned to assure that aclvem lmp& 
ko aqu~jrtfc ~ s ~ T c c ? ~ ;  are minimird [ h ~ w  can you say #his based on cutrent 

I'mvcJlgibIe tZlr a burid m o m  seyrnen4 but may pr(3duce varying kv& dinpa@ ta 
Ihe over&// h@robgit regime [should add as wall nr downskream chemkal and 
Motogicaf eQPwts3. {depending m the watmfaed cWdered.,S delete thfs" 

W+A-4. Wes the first paragraph at the top af the? page written as same sort of 

the tang~aftt benefits & return of mined land c'D 
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Nothlng is knawn about the how 
ate dependent on forest recawwy 

the changes could axkt far centutSes." 

For the dowerata C m d t  W a b w h d  in the mountains 
hralka, only 0.8 km of atram orre indicated on a 1 
km are shown on rrr 1:24,000 scale map (La,, aCSCilS tap6 map), end 56 knr of 
stream on a 1:7,26)0 scaler map of the UIFS (#eyer end Waitace 10l02). Evan 
the most detailed rnap (1:7,200 rcak) mi 
springbrooks and spring seeps st GovoeetrJ. 
Myer, J.L. and 3.8. Wallace, 2001. Lost linkages and lotic ecology: rediscovering small 
streams. Pp, 295 - 311 in M.C. PressI N.J, Huntly, and S. Levln (eds,). Ecology: 
Achievement and Challenge, Blackwell Science, 

appear an them meps. 
Hansen, W.F, 2001, Identifying &-earn types and management impircations, Forest 
Ecology and Manag&rneint 14339-46. 

A diverse aquatic fauna exists in West Virginia and Kentucky streams scheduled for 
valley fills that do not appear on USGS 1 : 24,000 maps (as Stoud ct 81, study in 
Appendix) . ofver asr revi~wed ~ive 
mmy mramplew it le simply i uch a 
statsamernt as  an N,B-1 would be allow& to island in this EfS. 

IV.0-1 Ditto &we commwt for the last paragraph on this page! as well. 
" M7P$/vF impacts (i'mI&m va/k?y 19& and &wpm& &atws&S%inadM in the 
Cumu/d&ve Impact S?u@ (&s& on en ye&% 1992-2002 of p m J t  &otprr'ntS)we 
1,208 mi/& (2.05 %)of &e H5 
tz, fdlow: Heww.e?r, tbes mrtt 
not sonsider curnulathre c h m b l  arnd biulogicd ?impacts an dowllgtmam 
steam communieies. 
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N.8-4. " E'T.B EPA Wah;r Chemi.slt/y !?&port hund (insert very) devatrtd concertitration$ 
o f ~ u ~ ~  &&I am' dm&& m/ids, c&tz@v&, selenhm and se@rd/ other a m p s  
in stzarn water at sarnpkhy sl"abbm be/aw mlncd/@/M SAW D;U$EPA,2002b 
J, (Insert this mntencs - Furthetpnw, there were 66 viotatdons of sdenium 

-------..A" -- 
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WOWVL?P, the &&y &/so conc/ua'& &at 
lnsu)79cienB da& to betemlne the &mp0)";3,/nature of the 
or N7e cr)i3tance do pc,nM, (No R it44 not toncbwrla such, 

fullawst *ExarnP/Iatim of the AaJditJw RMS f?vrn &4e maim&m of Twnqmiie Creek 
indicated #@? impd& to the bent&& m a m @ a b r & &  com~unities in~re~ssd acr055 

MaiR$&Y?X me numb& of metno 

this dataset may be 3ncmased mining dc&ity in the ~li3&m?rrsh "Due 
tt3 th? iimBd sop@ of prrru"brmd I&r &e E T .  no cmfaIron cmId be ma& 
o f a ' o m m ~ m  impacts ti%? agis; nu*, ;and size of minihg &*dnccir5 and fl& 

odfw h u m  art&lty in a 
atso obviausly wrang* The 
-*I 

IV. B-5 "O&r human 
GXCdWb'QIIf 2#/&7 p08& 
and o m  phyWk6 chemicdb and 

aft?&. " (True, bwt nothing at- in %s entire country comperes or even 
lwfng paper &auld be irndudsd in mveral 

ectwity in the CIS contributtccae t.a 

R L. 1i999, Spartical d5sMbutJon of human grrernurplric ectiulity in k h  Ulrited 
: Cornparisen uvith rlivers, %sr& Sadace Ptocessc~, and tsndfarrns 24: 

ESi&7-692, Hooke sb$es out the MTRjVF in WV and adjacent states as bdng 
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additfonnal study of the duratr'bn a& do r of &ese /&?pa& rz?bt.kt? to 
st addlt-ianai studies? Who, how, 

efl- in I S S O C M ~  w"t% sFhe &xisting CH!! c m / s  d&mmM &&ow, 

1V.B-7, middle p~ragraph~ sounds as It" this paragraph implies that some 

N,B-7,  next ta last paragraph, What are y ~ u  Xrytrrg to imply that larger fills errs 
they tncteaso the abiEEPy Por mom sbbtrrr fills? 

- 
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not by the proposed CUE functional asmwwnt, which b nee functhuml. 
and haw? Also have mit00)~ltbn 

on a sde?ntMc barpis In the past?) 

IV.8-8, Stnee whet did the COE ever W m W y  a strmm In the M W V P  ar 
unsuitable for fiiting? H w  many epplicrrtidnr were rejmka:d batweclm tha 
years I990 to 29997 7% e figures should show up In this EIS within the 
main body and not buried in these excess eppandkeo. 

1V.B-8, 7 7 1 ~  tnfarmhkn shan'ng and au&rnatYon of data relative to aqudcric remurces 
shoufd also hwe (evmlve warding) a pos/t.ive efRxf on minimkfng A& individually 
and cumuIMve&, ((nowev~?r, we have no evidence whatsoever to support this 
statement. Give s p i f i c  details or where these details are found in this 
documant) 

ragrsph, again is full of evasive w~rdSng that tends b view 
the warld thmugh naivsly overly optimistic and based on past actions, 
without any ewidenca! of support, whartaoever. 
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1V.B-10, first line on page "the abil'iv to more cl tcwa&/yp~kt the op;ourlvni~ to 
restore quatic f u n a m  loss(no, na masure of funcGons hava bmn or will 
be measured based on your Kentucky prbkKoI) at m1amE"ion or 
mitr'p~an site, 73e pm-I, in Chapter I K  6.a. 1, a/so p / " p  a ~t~bsbntial mle in 
identl'Yjdng hi$h qualily stmans tbr avoidance,+ (no, it does not becau 
identifications are not carried Po a low enough level, i.e. species k, identify 
such stream) to reduce the impacts fo these aguatc resourns as H// as the 
r7socidtW mit&ation costs. (I did not realize that e major abjectbe is to 
reduce mitigation casts.) 

IV.0-10, I will provided an wsiuation of this protocol within a we&, where 
the prw and cons of such an epproach are dbcus9ed. Howwar, haw is 
UIie length of stream impacted by valley fills determined? I f  from USCS 
topogmphic maps see the discussion(s) above corrcerning their failure b 
accurately sssws streem length, 

inPomathre if the 4% cuuid prcvide fofldwtng for the period of i99Q 
to 2899: 1) number af aprslicatlons Pbl" M1CR/VF aperatfons; and, (2) 
number of applications approved; and, (3) number of applicatiaions 
rejmtd far csnvimnmentai reasons. How will this be3 changed under this 
al ternPltlve7 

n t  definitions, I stran 
canlsistent definition f ed to &fine whew th 
start ?optgraphic maps (see above) greatly undemtimate their abundance and 
length. However, J suggest that a much better point r~ould be where aquatic 
species with year-long or multi-year Me cycles are Found (see the Stout, et al. study 
in Appendtx D). 

1V.B-11, under Lrandlrrg md Inspctim, it wauld usshl to trracc the 
hlrtory of mitiga%Son, evaluation of mftigstion projmts (if any), who 
evaluates such prsj@cUJ and to spva11 aut 6pwI.fl~aly the %Itowing issues: 
a) Wbo (what sgencier, federal or state) are responsible far such 
@v~lllpr#ons? 2) H w  are! such watustiorrr carritlld out? 3) Wtrrt crite-rk am 
mlximhlishsd to evaluate mitigatlan prajractrr? 4) Why have no functional 

n studied wC%h on projects? 53 How are cosk(s) 
af mitigation conducted, ff wer? 6) Who 

makes the find decision on the question of tM success or failure af s 
rnEt:Igstion grdect? 

1V.B- 1 l&12. "Alternatives 44 and 3 shaw actions &signed to be m m  pmtecrMr? o J 
aquaNc and other msouxtls, surnmdfiad in CBaptrrr R.8 and &I& d&scdbM in 

biwn ccmductcbd.) 
BMB & BSe JbI/o~"ng: 

"fi,m#ma/ as=~"ssmnt sand mJt.@atim (dim camments about Function, above, 
and the numeruur comments about BMPs, which are ahnr&ys promised but 
n m r  devdoped i n  &is EfS, Why not?) 
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Vooding ana/ysIs and emdidtion (How wEW floe 
*eclamB~n MM br-ses (Has not aecvrlled in the 
presented tlret I t  will accur In tke future?) 
3'controI of hgiIr'vt? dust and b/aSrhg &m; 

Coordinated permittrhg, data coI/erd./on and sAlaring, mMgatrn bmding and 
lnspb?ct&n; (Prwide uss with the details in this EIS) 

DeveIopm~nt of science-based minimal impact tletrRsholds indvidual and 
cumulaf7've impacts, if fE.as&le; and, (How do you p w p e  to do this? What 
factam will go into your dwision? What science will you apply, since you 
have idgnbred much af the scimce assacisted with this EIS? Who, and 
whet agencies, make the final decisions? ) 
*Prqgrm changes, jifne?cesary tp enhance ES4 compia~fce"(Again, what agency 
or agencies will be reaponsibb for such chengas and ditto atbwe 
commsnts.) 

1V.B- 12, " The action ~Ihmatiyes, by vi&ue of fbrrnattled #&dination of agency 
roles, ~ciIili7te msu/& that wuld be &/ay& or wuld not occur under &e No 
Action Alternative: 

Enhanced environmental pmtectfon and minimized impam through htterr 
informal&#, ana/ysis and cu//aboratr'vi? ~;rovr;nmnt rtigu/dtiion. ((H cw do yau 
prapass to do this as it has not happened in the past? This Is why the 
entire process rrreeds to be evaluated outside af government ~lgsrrcieo.) 

Impmw' govmmmt eflcicncy; lmperneffHng propmms to aachieve c(?om'in&d 
data cd/ection/shi?r/ng and appicaBon pmes&ng that ridfit/ these obmves: 
(Again, ditto comments above) 
"assure adherence &a pehrmance &nddm's; (who, what argcnciers,, how and 
when?') 
'&//mindte duplication by @e agenci& and appjcannts; and (Give examples of 
what wift be ellmlnsted? Wh inm what will be eiiminaterd? 
?Surety not US F&W Service? what Is wrieen here.) 
'$mvlde &r h&r  in~rdt.ed#ubfic pdrt8Ci&'at&'?, (NOW w// a13 be don@?) 
*&pplemen&d d8ta calectJ'on to tr,ccompIlSh 6% tbllowing: 
'Zre&r c h a r a ~ ~ ~ e  enviranmn&I rwoun:es an$ estab/ish their finctrion in @e 

(Since, w b n  did any of them agaties, intCucIIng COB and their 
proposal KY ptotocof evaluate one krriastrial or aquatic functbn?) 
"monitw impads based on change h m  bascline condition to d&mine lf 
pedictiuns mre accumte; (1) when hewe b-erserlines 
ona artample where swh changes have h n  monitored in the p#rQ and 
(3) what ~gencieg, who, when and d e 7 e  will be responsible for such 
monitsring; and (4) how is the coordination handfed Blnong agencies? and 
'iYemm&-i?te compliance dnd/or recIdm~rjon/rn~gd~on stlcw5. [ditto prwedSng 
comments a b u t  ntessurtng reclanration and/or SW 
when! how, and who aver cbnducterd such shrdle since the %99Oo when 
khe entire Mut'TR/VF phenomena rose to the bap af the radar screein?) 

pp --- 
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cumufiotkve environmen 
study by fafk et _ti., yat 
;assurance is there to expect any bratlkQr then past performance?); armI 
technolcyy tmns&r to identf& the bestpractlces miarnatfon tsjchniqms available to 
avold w minimize adwm envimnmental impacts " 

" Bern &z?arn pmCe&bn l"i57m dim& and indirect ef ia3 muld msult torn 
impmvcld chitm2edzaNon of aquatic resources; (How are you going to 
char~ctwize? the aquatic rersource9, surely not with only er family or 
generic lcvef Idc?ntification as propased by the COE for their Kantucky 
region?, This is simply not ouMcknt) iyemtians deQned tg amid and 
mhimtie adverse er"Tecls and mtotz aquatfc Jurxtfons (no, the COE or agencies 
assorloatcd with this EIS have not r n w m w l  aquatic functions!); 8nd 
compensatay mitigation plans with improved des@nn, inspectionI and tw~ernent ,  
(This sounds great, but who, when, how Is mitiget)on evaluated? Short on 
details, but lofty wording) Drcess qoil  fills @ouM become sma/ler and placed in 
loca~ons that minimke &dveme envimnmenfal e m .  " 

IV,B-l4* top of page, under alternative 3. '?&is a&rnative is the pMe& 
alterna1"ive 1Fir tSze agencies because of the impmved eAEciency, co/lat,amtim~ 
division of labor, benefits to the puMc and appfcamI and the ~ ~ r 3 J t i o n  &st some 
proposal$ d l  frkely be suited @r I& and m e n  best pmtc?55c?d as N W  21." 
Again, T was unaware that  the purpose of this EX$ was to make the 
permitking process easier - I wes under the impression that Mie purpose 
was that given on pege 11-2. 

1V.B- 14, " nte Cctf wold $/so be mpnrib/e &r mandating and mtain~hg its 
jurWictfon lbr appmpn'dh mmpsdtory mit@tion to baSe;t unavoidable impacrts k, 
aquab!ca resources. (Ah, same informpltion, but due8 Itts COE hmvs the trained 
aquatic biologists andlot ecologists to perfom this function? Sptmifi~~rlly 
what sort of backgraund to you envision far such people? Whet go- i n k  

m&@dtr'm thmugh egher the CWA Sec&n rK71 w&?r   cation pm&r or 9&te 
water quality lam, Under this a&matfve/ the SMCm agency muJd mrk close& 
WM && COE to &&mine the @&nt of on-or ofk&? &iy mit.i@tion 
(dftta above commc3nts, and again m e  seaso tlre n d  for independent 
expwts outside m y  of the agmiw involvad with this EtS to swve in thls 
capacity), neded to ot%et ~nsvorilab/t? adversa ctlE.cz3 of ~~~ lrvalws of 
fhe US, Any ~zsgim/ ~ ~ n d f t i ~ n s  &b,'i&ed under the No dctjon A/&rndt&e wid not 
be conffnued under N&rnative 3. IV 

1V.C- 1, " These a&om are idenu"ied and desc/;ibeo" in Chapter lII,C.&.b,as Act&n 13 
and Action J4Actfon 13 jncfudc?S He cmpedke &vr? I~mnt  and identification of 
state-4IF-the--st&nce BMP 4 mhdncing c3sti;,Wl'shmenC of &rzls& as a po&-mining 
land u ~ ? ,  Adon I$  mtes &at EJlegislah've aotMn'fy we &&bli9hr?d an tither a 

laws, etc, would be useful somewhere in ttrisl EZS) 

1V.C-1, next ct: Iat paragraph, "In &?is of Mge Jim? mhing and ec/amaifon 
envimnment, t,r B numBerr ofyeam to c m ,  the &test /5 sp/&c& by d gmsdand 

tive community Mth tepogmphic and 
that e ~ w  prior t~ {A number af years 

to come? All *e evidence points to centurka; dele& the inaccurate and 
evasive wording,). 

1V.C-2, top of page, " 7Be tdble~ W m e n t  a mmt cas pmj~bbn or ovem~tima& 
ofirnpaa to .Ore& mver in the ET.5 study ate3 Because;l)tiSe data am p m j e M  
uno'w t&e assurnpa~n .%at &@ enare mca w&Mn the permit boundary wDllld be 
dime4 isnd Z)&e data do not tnclude awas t.&ere &rest regemration t/s 
0ccwn';ng on same mine ~i&s, i k ,  &e amount af n a t W  succasim or maflaged 
fi@&y wu/d  darztase Mre a~R?c&ddmap& (VVhoa, I hew& na problem with 
&a first point, but what ervideilrcr~ tan y6u provide that &era, b any 
significant mount  d far regsnaaroltbn an vailsay fills? I haw 
about 16 a d  am yet ta sse any slgns of dgorlficant Crreat mgr@wth.f 
k,m* constant& change and emtve as a malt sf Eree growth, digin@+ diseaseI 8nd 
b u m  di&wfma)s nsn~"nua& afi&hg Cfre extctnf a& compasitiion of me &rest. 
&r emmp/e, $5 one is distunSe?d by minty w /b&&? aciYvity O,,e, &rest cover 
mmve-dlI oHer a m ~ s  &id ~ r d ?  af7E!&d yeam ago by simiar acNvils'e5 f w b  as 

-- 
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logging or agricuhrdi dewkpmnt @trert back to &&, w(AgsfnI this 1s 

dgnillfesnt as Mining ~ctlYifies* H B ~ ~ w o O ~  forest rra~bu~f within aenreral 
deicadea, fdllowiltg logging, or even sucea?o~Son from sgrlculwre, lrrsacts 
and dismm; there is no ev'ldsnce of such a successbn on valley PNts.) 

1V.C-2, mcand parqraph Is really an alts.rnation of &a fa 
rsgrewvth Is not what's accurdng an valley tlh, torest are 
mure abundant but it primarily from lass- to ag)ricultura, etc - has 

erttirety with completely different emphasis! 

1V.C-5, top paragraph, " This pmess is know as 'L-d&m sequls?stt;7tionn" 771~s th-e 
mmova/ ofr"ixr;s& means thf the@ &(?$ rmvecrl can nu long& squeAw carfw? 
i4urm the air, and depcrrtding on hoM/ the emved ~YWS i7m utlk@esd w dwsed of; 
may minmdwce pvious@ s&~II~s&& &&men& b8ck into &e air. [Chapter 
II.C&.a.d,]"(Wsll, i f  they am cut and burned in place they do realewe 
carbon dioxide, but are rwt most of t h m  remaved for timber, buildingI 
and paper products? 2 t  b unrlear to me what the mestage the wriW (of 
this section is trying to convey.) 

1V.C-5, under consequences common to the no action alternative, "A t  best; 
rp)tixestation could oo/y be mnsWemd mdrgirtat/)I sucx"tr~sfu1 (poos sumiml md 

1V.C-5, last paragraph, "In Uminia, the? mjoffty ofposk-mining land v$v$przylored 
on coal mjne si&s are .@m&ystrV A shrdy ofthe pmp~$ed post-mining lmd 
cumnt mu#n&intop mine site$ in W e  H@n& re-wahd that 
to be eclaimed to &~sDy-/y?Iated /and uses [Appndix 6*;(Yi& 2002)). (Could 

68%~ are! not the Rgurcec; that shaw up in actual past-minlng usage.) 

N.C-6, " Noweve?r, rn@/dies of &@ trPre spcir4?St th? mductlon in fitFe time mqui'd 
to re-tw&blish a &rest {cummeZY:ta/ or d&em&e) eqm/ or httw than that wAich 

sdaternbnts and I*&ceM &end data 

that year,) 

1V.G-7, Again, rpo many promism basled an +a mn-existent, BMP Manud, 
g h  some deb91s, what hew and whm wl l  St be Fort)lcamJng? 
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1V.D-3, "Direct fii#r?g of smams may rzpdurca the numbers of ind&idua/s of rare m d  
endemic specieP themby reducing its gemtic diver& pwib& to Use point of 
eWnaaP May reduce? Also, dan't p u  mean atindon? Other evasive 
words ert bottom of papewmay rduee" (it daas reduce]. 
1V.D-3, "Howver, deterrninatjons of this type of impact is highly St@-specific and, 
as such, are beyond the ability of this document to evaluate, IdentiRcation d thew 
endemic populations, and a s  appropriate, protection measures, would be dwdoped 
on a case-by-case basis as ful+FfYF proposals are subrnM." (Exact&, what 
doles this meon? You care not requiring any spcacitfc inventories, so hew ds 
you know you hawe an eandmlc papuletians? Y w r  "casa by 
coma across to the reader as "untikdy event*) 

1V.D-5, "A/thoqh &Pa are lacking un the m&&tvde utmining i m p ~ t s  ci3mpaM to 

the most misleading md wasive wrSt!ng that I have ever seen! 
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Also somawhare In this ETS su~ely some mention should be made of the 
of retying on coal? I suggut you might extract 

r a m  material from the following pubticetion "C:OAL: America's Past, 
Amarkate Future?" preparad by Stephen Barnow, Michael trazarus, md 
Sivan Karth~ by the Tdlus Institutec, tkrston MA, May 2001, It 8s adab le  
on the web, 

d o a  net mean 
tefl: with wlrefi 
How can they expcsct to dwalop e wiabla economy when thdr 
envirihlnmant is baing trashed? I n  other words, t h y  are 
third world country end as such b l n g  exploited by the r 
can you my that nme of the alternalva wll help them? This is only 
bcausat mybe the right path is mot put forth as an altematiwe. Thtnk 
about these things with respect to the follcrwing statements on this page: 

'%s c-tlrnm~~nitii?~ are displaced br whatever mason/ indudhg mp, /%a1 mi%/ 
skiih, and folk lore may be dimhished and may be lust. hco~ve)r, aft a/&makives 
wJM pmduce indktinguisbabtsle indiked impacts in this qdM,  "0 rrli y beceuse t%re 
dt;ims have not been considered in this process m d  additional 

1V.H-2, statemem ouch as" ?Be e~omamlc aQipcndene of ti% rr?gion an its 
exhdu&hb@ coal moufm/ i%s need & divemi@, and t)ls m& to fidrthw &w/op @?e 
humsrn mou~t@s and inhttunSv~ Iz;, support emomk devdopmertt a/% w'd8s)ly 
mogn/@dd "(Well, w t  trestrdsd enviwnmenb 
attracting ncaw ind n5ng sng quality of flfa) " The stew 
sbpe~ am? the mm va/i'dy~ sevt~&y mnstmin the avaiEcabIe 
supp/v of d&v&waHe li~na'. {Well, there are many other arms of the world 

obwiaus. Think ahat& the m e n d  p s ~ t  iof this s&%tarnent, completely 
contrWictory with pretccwticlg statement - more coal pmduWon, fewer 
jobs, La., Mf R/W) 
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1V.H-3, '%oncems and subsequent cornpkfirIS are likely to ddpcx;c~me ;as a @suR of 
the ideotified recent program Empmvemillntsts " 
improvements will decrease citizens concerns and complaints? Please 
give specific examples in this EIS. 

1V.W-3, " The a@'ons in the three acbbn alternatives are projected to have puWve 
s m ~ l  benei7t.s through the irnpmved ~ g u l a ~  processes and cm&ina&dp&/ic 
pa/ti'ct@go/~,"{\Nhatl Compare with what was writtan on page fV.G-3 
above, how can the wrlt.er of this section even pretsnd this rteternsnt is 
aecurstel) 

1V.H-3, "AddJtionaJ water quality data colemon M a n a I ' i s  may esult in new 
wahr quaI/ly stw?darrl$ if necwry. (Why additional? You aiready have the 
information that Selenium exceeds safe drinking water standatdo in many 
caa-!) De~hpment ofSMPs (Again, based on promlsw wW no indlcaihn 
of dg!ve!lopment, see at comments above concerning BMPs) tr, centmfize 
tht? best technical infbrmatiin Jb/ aquatic mitigat& {see above concerning 
questions about mitigation) and refoWifon [Chapters ILG6 mdl l .  CB,], as 
we// as the two actions d5cu55ed bdow, wY/ provice predictaMI& and Bm@r 
undersEanding tbr reisidem3 in the area of the etFixi3 of m/W."WWhat sort of 
predicbbility end better unhrstendfng, based on obbmnts  above snd 
preceding pagest? These ere vague, empty promisas wfthaut enridsrrca of 
~ ~ ~ w ' t . 3  

lV.H-3, a general comment on this page - Would, could, should - t6a 
frequently used (especiatt y under 2. impacts common..). 

1V.I-3, "T77c exifZ.ing prrlgram and Wle a/&mab'v# pmposwl ln &is &S Contain ttbe 
common qui@me#t #?at an applicant mmt avoid heddw-r stwarns anb mjnimize 
vMey fFi& &ere avoidance is* notposible. " WslG I am not getting that 
mewage from this reading. What. is coming through to me and on the 
foflowlng page@ 1s why we need larger fills. 

IVS-5, '8ec:d:a Me sunZtt8 mining oj~mion ha5 been &s@ned to mfl8ct; 
mmprehemive SMXA review # t " ~  is p/ls?su@ on Eitle COE to wrk within MFe 
e~Mnng des@n so as iu not slg/lifdnHy a/&r the mine p/an--mltm 
~dverr?ie ewimnmC?Rta/ e&& w d d  occur. "What am some exam pies of 
something the COE wouid r@wt ss om egrqiouo environmnbl Impact? 
Also, between the yeam 1990 and 1998, how many permits ww8 applied 
for and how many rejected? 

IV.1-6, "Acfiun I D  is common to A1t;emdtr'ves 1,2;and 3 and proposes h7 assure 
cornpensiltmy mitigation c rough coo&inatton >nf SMCR4 md W A  bonding and 
insp~lct-ion, "Again, I hate to keep pounding this point but: has there been 

it w i e  respect to mlt'igatian, One wauM think that this should be a pretty 

1V.I-7, Again, readers need to be cautioned that 100-year floods generally occur 
much mare frequently than every 100 years, 

TV.1-8, ' H o ~ v w  & 13 the purpcre oPtAis B.5 to gr?/1eir8/& in&rm !be public and 
decision makern ofthe cun$eqi/cnces of lmpemen8ng measuEs Frrr FI/I milim&a8on 
on ectmomy." On page 1-2, it tear& as fo-liows: "4s s&&d in thjs NtWce, the 
puzpase of thjs ffS is '&I cmsider &?ve/ap'ng agency policies, gxtidance# and 
cooro'inaten' agency deddofl-making pmsses Cr, minm&eI t~ the mdxiM#M d&nt 
prac&Icatrle, Wle at%@me envimmen&/ em& t13 w d & ~  of fie l&i&s 5&&5 and la 
fish and MdPJ& esuunes af&&d by mountain&p mining qmmtions, a d  to 

that that gfvan on page IV.1-83) 

pretty large diRerences between filled and unminsd sJt;aar in most seasons. 
Sampling 8 number ef ncaw basins, ss well as incorporating the sites 
aturdfd En &Is report during a nan-dsought year cautd enhance these 
skrdies. Xt wouid aism be velusbla la coN~cact from streams with rddsncas 

fdancw. The summaries on p g a  
1 and 2 do not e ~ u a t e i y  include information from the more 
campnehensfve ~Utjtstical report earn the Cincinnati %PA bb,  which used 
all the rb.sam bMogicat dab. 

-- 
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Appendtx D, page 2, 
impacts idenNfied in 
Pi//$ and btfe imjxxt that these changes in &e maminvertebmte community may 
have on the downsiwarn ferpe&rikil/ and aquatic communitieses A limiting &&r that 
shouid h considered is thaf mu* sj&s evafuated as mined WIY? not necwerr7y 
reflective of cumof mining m M r  rznd matis conm1sS" Again, this is 
largely a mlsrrspre-sental;lon of the d use a) the data show impaired 

practict?io am any differant a d  
what pragrammatic contml was eyer in place? 

Appendix Dl page 4, "New queslr'ons mmaining: Much #or8 mrk is neded wr 
orgsnic ma&r dynamics,, e.g, input and ou@& b&ge&/ etr, in small headwater 
swam$ of the ccPnla1 Appa/dckiansS 7Be trend of i~reasing iine orpanic pa&ck 
coI/ec&r?; d~leyns&drn and higher sh~ddw popuIation5 s u g g s t s a ~ r n  
that is depndent an finkaps u p m a m  resoufs:& and su-ing &redd "Well, 
not much mare work bwsuircr we know from shrdias in the southern 
Appsiachiano thst: a) the organic matter that supports many 
invertebrates and wentwally oalamandews snd fish comes from the 
surrounding fares% and b) fongitudinal linkages are s fundjamtntal 
cuncept of stram ecology, in, these statement da not accumtely 
reflect currieint ecologicsll understanding, 

vary aagrant omission, 

Appendix Dl page 6, " The IimlMmonl; of Be study ine:/ude lack of data on tM &g@ of 
fi/ls, ske of dls, chmctcn'zatic~1 of mt7twiai5 ftiiflbfing pmdr'ces, the influence of 
specific geoIqicd hcbors wch as ma/ seams and a@rbw&n, and &e &ent tb 

d in Apri1200.3 a#& did 

8soci~W Mth ~easomI viM&Nan in bmthir mblcmnvert8Irm~ mtrlcs and bme- 
Igw hydmlcqy. "what, exiactiy am you wing to imply2 This statement 
malrcae no sendac?, whatgo~rv8rl HTR/VF sctivitZiers obviausly impact ttcenthic 
macralnvartebrat-ecs as wdl ss Clrkhl We have attempts st cancaaiment and 
obfurmtbn, again.) 

-- 
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Appendix D, page 7, 

information an the curmnt knowledge about hsadwater straams, wham 
ingty being recognized by the ley publc, who are 

farming watershed amocistiono and adopt a s t rem graups," 

Appendix D, page 7, same paragraph as above, the value of headwater streams in 
nutrient upbke and transformation was also discussed, Iaurthermoret, I think it 
cauid be: safeb stated that the aqua* docienMstg attending the 
were generally opposed to brrrying ha-adwatsr streams W a r a s  some 
ather parties were not. 

Appendix B, "A SURVEY OF THE CONDITION OF STREAMS IN THE PRIMARY 
REGION O F  MOUWAIN7QP MINlNGJVaLLEY FILL COAL MINING" by 3m Green, 
Maggie Paamore and Hope Childem: 1 realize this study vvm completed 
before the statistical study of Falk, et al. the tireen, et at.. This study 
su(ltzlied much of the data far Palk et sl, howewer, is it pssibfis C 
summrlae some of the sdditionerl analyoes done by the Cincinnati bb, 
and put It in the append& or Ircettftr yet incorpm;ste those findings i n b  
the exwutiue Bummary on pagaits 1-5 of this rep&? 

Also, same page, "However, over a thim' of the Lr'm, filed s&s s%oM in t;he p o d  
or very good range over the five seasms" S~mwhere in here would bea; a goad 
plptce to cite the Palk st al, stetis;tScal study as well. 

Appendix D, WV Invertebrate Study, page 3 " Qur analystk ofthe only 
comp/~& data setprovldpd by PO&&. 8M ASWXd&$ (M/jnhr 9DiW) indicatrssd that 
the s&s in the filkd an$ fr'IJerirI)?sr$idm~aI c/ases me bidqicaI& impaied &alive 
tz, the unmineg' sites (Gmn and Pasmore 2-000). pj3e RI/ed/esldentiaI class w a  the 
most impisired cfas5." A ~ B I  &is shauld be updated with the dab of Palk st 
al, frm the Cincinnati taboratwy. 

lnfPrmaMon on the curmnt knwk rde  a b u t  haedwat~r streams, whose 

farming wrttershad asseeiatbns and adapt a stream groups." 

Appendix D, page 7, same paragraph as a im$  the value of headwater streams in 
nutrient: uptake and mnsmrrnaan was aiso di~ussed, Furtheitmora, f think It 

that tire squetic @cirantitshp attending the d n g  
were generally opporrsd t6 burying h r strwams wherass same 

Appendix I), "A SURVEY OF ?HE CONDIflOPI OF STREAMS IN THE PRIMARY 
REION OF MQUmMWOP IVIININGNALLEY FILL COAL MINING" by Jim Green, 
Maggie Pawmore and Hope Chiiders: X realize this study was completed 
M r e  tfics statisticaf study of F&, et  al. the gteren, et al.. this study 
supplied much of the data for Palk at al, kowevsr, is it 
summarize soma of the ~lpdditknal ancrfygas $am by the Cincinnati Lab, 
and put it in the erppndlx, or k m r  yet incargarate th 
the c?erWa summary ah plsgewi 1-5 of this asport? 

- - 

MTMNF Draft PElS Pu bf ic Comment Compendium A-1 297 Section A - Citizens 



Appendix B, W Stream Chemistry Study, page 2, bottom of page, somewhere in 
this section as well as in some of the USG5 mdies relating k, increw? ststream flaws 
below valley fills, It nwds to be: mentionad that combined with higher 
concentrations of certain chemicals thb is gaing to Inc 
downstmem loading. 

Appendix D, WV Stream Chemistry Study, page 8, under Mining Perrnlt ivtonrtoring 
'tct ms agmd that U1c #& ofpammte~  bmg 
expanded & include kh? pdramtes bdng monitored k? "Provide 
informatian on what was baing required before? For example was 
selenium and conductivity Besing required? 

Appendix D, WV Stream Chemistry Study, page 9 -23, it 5s important to 
document the QA/QC in this report, but it: tends to brsplk the readem 

Appendix 8, VVV Stream Chemistry Study, page 9-231 in lieu of all of the problems 
vvWl field crews swim as if ttr& USEPA should do additional Jampting themselves 
rather than relying on the WVDEP7 

A p w i x  0, W Stream Chemistry Study, page 27, second paragraph, mere is no 
yellow diamond symbol on my black and white copy! 

Ap@endix D, WV Stream Chemistry Study, page5 27 end throughout the 
rcbmaini~g dacummt whea re.sults of $a& Piar the various chsmicai 

m 6 r e  $ah raductbn and addl~unal analy-9, One simple starting point 
is t~ but1 all thme ~ a p h s  such ~s Figure -4-1 lnfxl same mom usable 
format far the . A simple stertlng mint would be as bilwvs: 2) 

of sites, i.a, Piled, mined, 
ftllad-raa~ldenMaI, tatc, across 911 dates, with h i r  standard 

rd errom w/i~umber of sormplaa), and sSmple 99% 
eanfidance IErnit9. for em 
these graphs st@ simply tr, slsd men-averlapping 96% CanRdsnee 
intervals we e m  of eha of viewing such data. ff it Qtrns 
out that; t5ra mmns ere highly come;latiad HIC'th the standard -dwiaWrts 
then sgme log trarroPomration may be required far such ansly 
are otirw methods of a quid< visual repr~b~entstfan as well, bwt it loses 
infibmaition, &at would be ka a tgn eaeh type [Cbss @of site) ai numkr, 
I.& flilrsd = 3, mind =2, v~rnlngd = lr etc (wRh those vaCues wfth 
highest; numbers given the highat numbm) and see how the numb- 
wouid ctaud around e simple regremion versus cance~rWation,.,.*it'$ 

tw but it may show something more didnet than the 
clutrmxi graphs pre8andy used. 

Appendix 0, W Stream Chemistry Study, page 30, and throughout following pages 
where comparison of Duplicate Samples an! made, I generally li 
they are very visual; however, couldn't you atso provide a different symbol, La. 

MTMNF Draft PElS Public Comment Compendium A-I 278 Section A - Citizens 



Filled, mined, unmined, filled-residential, etc. for where the$@ dupplk 
For example, on Rgure 504-2 vvouidnt you expect: the Riled sites to cluster in the 
upper right and unmined sites on the lower left? 

Appendrx D, WV Stream Chemistry Study, page 31 and earlier on calculations of 
yield, I would probably urge a little more caution on these yield measurements 
bemuse stream chemistry can change drastkaity elitring storms (see this reference) 
Golladay S W., J R Webater, E F Benfteld, and Swank W, T 1992, Chanms rn siream $WMtty 
followrnu forest clearlm as ind$cated bV storm nutnent budmk kchtv fur liydrobologte 90 3-33 
Since no cont~nuous integrated flow measurements or automatic sampltng 
techniques are used, these could be significant underestimates for certain chemicals 
and overestimates for others, I f  you are going to use these then I would also 
suggest domg the r ~ u l t s  For yield with means and 95%~ Confidence Intervals as 
discussed above (with appropriate caution), 

Appendix D, WV Stream Chemistry Study, Calcium - ditto r e u k  discussed above 
for Sulfate graphics for Calcium as well, and hardness, total dissolved solids, 
manganese, and throughout remainder of the report. 

Appendix D, VW Stream Chemistry Study, page 52, shouldn't a washed glass fiber 
filter have been used for all dissolved and total organic carbon analyses? 

Appendix D, W 5trea m Chemistry SMy, page 74, "QiW&ing cbaf and soh's during 
M7PfNF mining eowfd be (far too week should read ace expactrsd) epcted to 
resulr in vioiatiom ofthe e a r n  timit tbr &enium. " Also 
about setdurn and even WV Wormation on scstanium, 

Appendix D, WV Stream Chemistry Study, page 76 h o r n  of page you need to 
emphasize that small amounts of .Selenium can bioaccumulate in food chains and 
end up in fish and \Mildlife, 

Appendix 8, W Stream Chemistry Study, page 76 to 883 These, concentrations 
sf Selenium in stream water era very disturbing. Are peepler k ing  
adequately wwned about the potential consequences of setting fish from 
downstream arms? 

Appendix D, WV Stream Chemistry Study, page 86, " T;hc" r~?port indicates BS,bast? 
flows of stream ~4It.h vajiey Hts we 6 fo 7 t)ms grt&?r &an the &se flow of 
unminedateas," Agafn, sumwhere! in this chmistry oeelrlon an additional 
paragraph needs to be written poIn€lng aut that greater flaws &ern vatlay 
fills are going to serve to increme downstream chcsmicai foeding 
compared to rekrmce reaches. 

Appendix D, "An evaluation of the Aquatic Habitats Provided by Sediment ControI 
Ponds and other Aquatic Enhancement 8ructures ........." Conducted for Pen Coal 

by R,EJ, Cansultants - I have no problem with the inclusion of this study in We E S ,  
s tfia impartant skrgy by 

Mawineeebrate and Fisheries Study of f3tatiwls on Twugh Fork and Big Laurel 
Creek" not: included in the flnal report? Furthermore, h is  study seems to be missing 
from my copy of the CD Rom, however my comments under the abbreviation REI- 
Habitats are as follows: 

Page 1, RE-Habitats, the wetlands really repreE;ent somewhat exotic habitats to the 
region, don? they? 

Page 4, and Table 18. REI-Habitats - on Physicaf and Chemical parameters - Well, 
Selenium Is listed as below (4.003 rng/l), if we assume that it is averages only 
0.001 5 mg/l = 1S pg/L, this still exceeds EPA safe drinking water levels by several 
fold (I will come back to this point later), 

Page 4, and Table I A ,  REf-Habitats- Benthic Macroinvertebrates, if you want to use 
the EPA HilsenhafT index, ok, but winen you apply this to a lentic situ&fon here is 
little assurance that it is applicable. Also, page 4, rather then telling m the bmnd 
name (Unitron) of the m i c m p e  - could you just state what type (I assume a 
stereo?). 

Page 6, aamf Table 1A. REf-Habitat& Benthic Macroinvertebratesf 59 this really St. 
John's Wort Scientific Manna: Wyperrlcurn parforaturn 1. Family: 
Hyperkscesr. Common Names: John's wort, k h  
rosin rose ? This is a serious 
~ ~ J Q H  {an axc~t3c frwrrn Scandinavia), where! it has taken over ext(~~nsivc; 
areas of the )<lemakh Vslley, Surely, thb hi not being planted on the 
valky 811 sites? 
Page 6, and Table 1A. El-Habib&-surety the lev& of Selenium, even if we take 
half of the 4,003 mg/!, Selenium is in great excess at these sites? 

Page 13, REI-Habit&, w d  H you rmlly want to apply the HSlsenMW Biotic 
f n d a  to pands, ok, but thst is not khle purpooe for which It wa* 
devsioped. You bhoufd also give &he scale w b m  bioW indices >6.0 
[Tables 3A and 3B) fail out aceording to the Hilscenhaff index, as 1 fecal1 
hldy  poor QJi fair? 

RE-Habitats, page 20, surely alga@ in the pond has some role in overall 
productivity and not just de&i 

REl-Habitats, page 29, kmg paragraph at top of page - surety you want to say 
something about mteniun concantratians end pobEential for downstrta~lm 
impact? 
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RE-Habitats, page 21, top of page, first line - change refuge places to "refugia" 

REI-Habitats, page 13, would you realty expect Plecoptera in ponds? And, 
how many EDyr taxa would you expect In ponds warnus streams? 

RE-Habitats, pages 15-17, and Table 28, 2 b, &c. If? you are going to use the 
Hi taenhoff Biotic Index you should state in here somewhere that the 
scores range from faOrCy poor to fair. 

RS-Habitats, 1 also have some questions s h u t  same af the idcntlflcations 

ays associakd wMh 
fast-flowing streams and rivers, It% faidy easy to misidentify these two 
genera in early On$taw. AIso Amphizddae beetles ere kund only in the 
west and Pacific Nurthwest, SO they must be swwthing e&se?* 

RE-Habitats, page 20, top paragraph, surely algae supplies a significant proportion 
of the food base in the ponds and ditches as well as detrltus doesnt W? 

REI-Habitats, page 21 -23, itrefore I would too axciteaf about fho patantial 
fwd webs and environmanbl rrliasourms of thme ponds, I.@., 13 to 110 lines 
up from batram of page 21, you need to considler the ~denium 
concentrabions as psttanMly creating same bhoaccumufa~on probfems 
(see selenium above as well). If I t  is expressing b9osccuntulat2on, what 
might happen to humans and/or other animals that may be depending on 
the pond for food and water supply? I know it was not part of' your 
contract, but have other animals that might be using thme ponds Crrr food 
resources berm checked for sdenium concentrations? 

RE-Habitats, pagets 23 and 24, I agree wikh yaur statmenb that the COE 
and other agencies need to woneider the question of pond removd 
foltawing complssUon of mining. They may also wme to modarca 
tcsrnperaEure rqimes that are more favorable to downstYsam fauns. 

Question on another Study By R.E.1, "A History of tfie Benthic Macrsinvsrt:ebrate and 
Water Chemistry Studies of two Long-term Monitoring Stations on Through Fmk" 
Conducted for Pen Coal by R E I .  Consultants, report dated 20 3una 2000. This shdy 
seems to be missing Fram the draft EtS and I think it should be included here. 

fh is  was an interesting and valuable long-term study of macroinvertebrate data on 
Through Fork Creek as impacted by mining activities uptrtam. I n  fact, it was the 
only long-term study that X remember seeing associated with this EIS, f think it 
should be included along vdth the bar graph Figure showing the multiyear shifts 

IV,D3, " D i ~ c t  fl/Ein$? of stns?ams may &we the nunn5m of jndividua/s draft? and 
endemic $peci&s, &e&y reducing its gm?M diw~i2y pmibfy to &e paint of 
e~Yn&," May reduce? Also, don't yau mean crxaSnction3 Other ?reversive 
words at bottom of page "may reduce" (it do- duce), 
1V.D-3, "However, de&rminatioa of this type! of impact Is highly site-specific and, 
as such, are beyond the ability of this document to evaluate, IdentificaMon of these 
endemic populations, and as apprapriate, pmtection masura, w u l d  be developed 
on a ewe-by-case basis as MW/VF pmpasals are submitted." {Exactly, what 
do- ttrb mean? You err@ not requiring any opcific invantarfes, so how do 
'you knaw you haye an sndrmlc papulationr? Your "case by cws badiff 
comes acr~ss to the a& 'WtISkdy owrant? 

- 
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1V.D-1. Agein, page is reptete with i 
example8 include: "...tot. a numbatr 
~sysf?ram,. ,,", meotning = cerrluries; "may impact aquatic rssourcas" ... they $6 impact aquatic resources see EPA stiltistkal atwdy; "may result 
in downstream impacts", accurate ttatlslation = They do resurt in 
dawnstraam impacts. 

IV. 13-2, first paragraph " These irnpac& do not m&a any na&d sm%s'on (7r 
refimsbtion effbrts, that have occurred and &I/ occuY.{f nmrt at end af this 
smtenee the hilowing: ", which to date hawe bean an Onsi@iticsmt portion 

ted Jrsndscap~s,"). O-tharwlare, yciu arts lying by implying 
samdhhrg that does net d s t ,  See abo comments of the former WV 
State Forester, above. 

IV. D-3, " D i M  filling ofs&&ams may reduce thks numbes of iMkiduaEs of ram and 
endemic species, t.A@reby rers'un'ng its genelyc a'ivesiy psibt/y iz7 the point of 
extinct." May reduce? Alsa, don't ysu metan exBnct9on;r Other e~ashte 
words st bottom of page 'may reduce" (It daes reduce). 
N,D-3, "However, determinations of this iype of impact is highly site-specific and, 
as such, are beyond the ability of this dacument to evaluate. IdentiRcaaon of these 
cndcm~c populations, and as appropriate, pr~tectjon measures, would tre dwelo 
on a caseby-cas basis as MTMW proposals are submitted." {Exactly, whet 
does this m e n ?  You are: ng any spe?sSflc invsntorlw, so haw do 
you know yau have an en ulstaons? Your "cam by citse belsW 
comes acrass to the reader so "unlikely swmt") 

W,D-4, (Burton and Likens 1975) not Burton and Lykttns and last: paragraph, "I%icslY'c 
ammui)&m have hen dernonsIra&d tt? w u r  in tAe uppermost reaches of 
wa@rsPzeBsI even in epl"remem1 L?EWM mn& whE& ADW an/y as a r@suft Ofrdifl or 
snow mi?&" Are YOU referring to the Hssdwahr rtre~rm study @f S&ud art 
el. in Pylpendix D3 If so, them xan are nag ephsmaral, in fact, by WV 
state JPtandanls they would nat even be Int.emiWmt - a h q  obviously 
haw lang-term water as evidencd by the k c t  that mrny b x a  had mutti- 

alure (aquatic stages), The point is that these 
as permanent strams on USGS topographic maps, 

Appendix I, Cumulative Impact Studies, page 74, "Otter actr'vitim, such as logging, 
also pose paten&/ thm& & 13% if7 

b%? st@& am*  m m r ,  t)l(? 
tempotisry md pm'bly more 

) &at MTM/k;" imp& of lo th num'ent cycIng ficcbrbn of 

1, ?his sum does s 
buried, lost for etamitr, gone, &me, flnr 

@@ma fairly fane-beurm lopglng re)kects on benthic invertebrates as well as 
to obhtn other references on fogging cfftwts: 
Stme, M. IC, and J. B, Waitace. 1938. Long-term recovery of a muntain stream 
fram clear-cut Icgglng: the effecb of forest succession 6n benthic Invertebrate 
community structure. ReshvvsJlter Biology 39: 141-1691 
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